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CaRONOLOGY OF ‘ THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 








Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronolugical Table :— 


(FieTH PARLIAMENT.) 


HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. I1.—1066 to 1760. | Vol. 24 to 26...53 Gamo. III. ... 1812-13 
» ; — 27 & 28...54 —_— . 1813-14 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wii. I. to 34 Geo. II. _ 99 to 31...55 ale 1814-15 
1066-1760 — ee nd 1816 
ag: | et Ect 1817 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. __ 37 — 38...58 eae 1818 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gao. III. to 40 Gro. III. 
T7GO-E800 (SIxTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(First PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 39 & 40...59 Gro. III. ...... 1819 
WOU.3D. cesissec AV (GQHOn Bihivscs ccc: TSO | — 42 .ccccecss 60 — . 1819-20 
me a ho eweae 42 a SSeasvidds 1802 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) ‘iaiccg tiie 
WOE SG ..icessase AG GRO: THES. .cc: 1802-3 


DEBATES. 
First Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 


(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


ae S10 I ae 82 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) bry ’ 4 i : saliva ner aa 
Vi. 1 & 2...44 Guo. I&....... rest ... 6 Ff... 8 ie Datos 1822 
—_ 3 to 5...45 — seerkiels 1805 gs Se. 8 casa ae 4 Sete se ee 1833 
cS We ORR. conte ad oe | Or ee 1824 
— 12—13... 6 ee 1825-6 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) oats ee ow 1826 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. III....... 1806-7 

(FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) (EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 9 to11...48 Guo. IIL.......1807-8 Vol. 16 ......... 7 Guo. IV. ...... 1826 
— 12—14...49 =< adehus 1809| — 17 ......... 8 haces 1827 
— 15 — 17...50 east” i velakyes 1810 — 18 & 19... 9 a tele 1828 
— 18 — 20...51 — ... 1810-11; — 20— 21...10 a eae 1829 
— 2] — 23...52 me isc 1812; — 22 to 25...11 — sve ne 1830 

ra { vA ») 





iv CHRONOLOGY OF ‘THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES”—cont. 


Third Series. 
REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 


(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 1 to 3..: 1 Wu IV....... 1830-1 


(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Va. 4 to. 8... 2 Wu. TV. ...... 1882 
oe ae me 1831 


(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Val: 15 to 20... 42 Wu. IV. ...... 1833 
— 2] — 26... 8 eee 1834 


(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WILL. IV....... 1835 
SSS ee ee 1836 
eee ee ee 1837 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45— 50... 2 = 1839 
— §] — 55... 3 ee 1840 


— 56— 58... 4 — (a) 1841 


(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


a ere 4 Victoria (b) 1841 
— 60to 65... 5 a 1842 
-- 66— 71... 6 =— Shears 1843 
— 72— 76... 7 (Spa 1844 
— %7— 82... $ — ss (aea bee 1845 
— 83 — 88... 9 eT 1846 
— 89 — 94...10 — (a) 1847 


(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


ete, OS 54s acct 10 Victoria = (b) 1847 

96 to 101...11 ea!) ssbens 1848 
— 102 —107...12 —  Gaekeee 1849 
— 108 —113...13 — aves 1850 
— 114 —118...14 Ss 1851 
-— 119 —122...15 —- (a) 1852 


(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


REM bivinsees 15 Vicroria (b) 1852 
— 124 to 129...16 ee 1853 | 
— 130 —135...17 mS Msgets 1854 
— 136 —-139...18 ne 1855 
— 140 —143...19 ~ -.+ 1856 
esas 2. «10 (a) 1857 


(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


| Vol. 145 to 147...20 Vicrorta (b) 1857 


— 148 —151 ..21 a 1858 
— 152 —153...22 — (a) 1859 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 154 to 155...22 Victoria (b) 1859 


— 156 —160...23 para | digo 1860 
— 161 —164...24 es »  esewe 1861 
— 165 —168...25 = gases 1862 
— 169 —172...26 — ese 1863 
— 173 —176...27 ——_ nT 1864 
— 177 —180...28 lea ees 1865 


(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 VicTorta...... 1866 


— 185 —189...30 Se) eRe 1867 
— 190 —193...31 ~- .. 1867-8 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 194 to 198...32 VicToRIA ... 1868-9 


— 199 —203...33 — ferere 1870 
— 204 —208...34 Se sileies 1871 
— 209 —213...35 So , seeds 1872 
— 214 —217...36 ==. etaved 1873 


Vol. 218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ...... 1874 
—- 922 —226:..38 ee 1875 
— 227 —231...39 — — eacees 1876 
— 232 —236...40 — iccoes 1877 
— 237 —242...41 a 1878 
— 943 —249...42 — ... 1878-9 
— 250&251..43 — (a) 1880 


(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 252 to 256...43 Victoria (b) 1880 
— 257 —265...44 — savecc LOOL 
— 266 —273...45 — (a) 1882 
— 274 & 275...45 — (b) 1882 
— 276 to 283...46 =. ekeme 1883 
— 284 —292...47 — hacen 1884 
— 293 —301...48 — ... 1884-5 
(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicrorRIA (a) 1886 


(TWENTY-FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 308 & 309...49 Vicroria (b) 1886 
— 310 to 321...50 ee 1887 
— 322 —332...51 — inéeve 1888 
— 333 —340...52 ee 1889 
— 341] —348...53 — ree 1890 
— 349 —356...54 ~— . 1890-1 
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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES”—cont. v 


Fourth Series. 


(TWENTY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 


Vol. lto 6...55 VicTorRIA ...... 1892 
(TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Wel, 7 sécise. 88 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
— S: to’ 21.07 — . 1893-4 
—— 22 — 29...57 1894 
— 30— 36...58 —  ....% 1895 
(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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| (TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT-—cont. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Hae. 


SIR HENRY CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN’S FIRST ADMINISTRATION, 
DECEMBER 1905. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasary——Rt. Hon. Sir H. CAMPBELIL-BANNERMAN. 
Lord President of the Council Rt. Hon. the Earl of CREWE. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord LoREBURN. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer *t. Hon. H. H. Asquitu, M.P. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Home Department Kt. Hon. HERBERT J. GiADSTONE, M.P. 
Foreign Affairs——Rt. Hon. Sir EDwArD GREY, Bt., M.P. 
Colonial Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of ELGIN. 
War Office Rt. Hon. R. B. HALDANE, M.P. 
India Office kt. Hon. JOHN Morey, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty Rt. Hon. Lorp TWEEDMOUTH. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——-Rt. Hon. A. BIRRELL, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal——Most. Hon. Marquess of RIPON. 
President of the Board of Education Rt. Hon. R. MCKENNA, M.P. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. D. LLoyD-GEORGE, M.P. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. JOHN BuRNs, M.P 
President of the Board of Agriculture it. Hon. Earl CARRINGTON. 
Postmaster-General Rt. Hon. SYDNEY Buxton, M.P. 
Chancellor of tne Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Sir HENRY FowLer, M.?P 
The Secretary tor Scotland——Rt. Hon. J. SINCLAIR, M.P. 
The First Commissioner of Works—Rt. Hon. 1. Harcourt, M.P. 






































NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Under Secretary of State, Foreign Oftice——Lord FITZMAURICE. 
Under Secretary of State, Home Office HERBERT SAMUEL, Esq., M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, Colonial Office——Rt. Hon. WINSTON CHURCHILL, M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, India Office C. E. HOBHOUSE, Esq., M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, War Office Rt. Hon. Earl of PoRTSMOUTH. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury-—-GEORGE WHITELEY, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education THOMAS LouGH, Fsq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Admiralty Rt. Hon. E. ROBERTSON, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade H. E. KEARLEY, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Bcard——Dr. MACNAMARA, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury WALTER RUNCIMAN, Esq.. M.P 
Financial Secretary to the War Office——T. R. BUCHANAN, Exq., M.P. 

J. A. PEASE, Esq., M.P. 
J HERBERT LEWIS, Esy., M. P. 
| Captain CEcIL NoRTON, M.P. 

J. M. F. FULLER, Esq., M.P. 
Admiral of the Fleet Sir JOHN FISHER. 
1 Vice-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury 
| Rear-Admiral Sir H. B. JAcKSON. 
. Rear-Admiral F. S. INGLEFIELD. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cabinet]. 
General Hon. Sir N. G. LYTTELTON (Chief of the General Stat). 
General C. W. H. DouGLAS (Adjutant-General to the Forces). 
General Sir W. G. NICHOLSON (Quarter-Master-General to the Forzes), 
Major-General Sir J. W. Murray (Master-General of the Ordnance). 
THE UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 

(Colonel Sir E. W. D. Warp). 

The Civil Lord of the Admiralty-—-GEORGE LAMBERT, Esq., M.P. 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland-——Rt. Hon. the Far] of ABERDEEN. 
The Lord Advocate THOMAS SHAW, Esq., M.P. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——In the Cabinet. 
Attorney-General——Sir J. LAwson WALTON, M.P 
Solicitor-General——Sir W. S. Rosson, M. P. 
Paymaster-General—— R. K. CAUSTON, Esq., M.P. 


























Lords of the ‘Treasury-—— 


Lords of the Admiralty-—- 


Army Council 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE--(Cont.) vii 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Lord Steward—— 
Comptroller of the Household——The Master of ELIBANK, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household ——Sir EDWARD STRACHEY, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Chamberlain——-Rt. Hon. Viscount ALTHORP. 
Vice-Chamberlain——W ENTWORTH BEAUMONT, Esq., M.P. 
Master of the Horse——Rt. Hon. Earl of SEFTON. 
Captain Yeoman of th Guard His Grace the Duke of MANCHESTER. 
Earl GRANVILLE. 
Earl of GRANARD, 
Lord HAMILTON of DALZELL. 
Lords-in- Waiting ——( Lord ACTON. 
) Lord DENMAN. 
| Lord COLEBROOKE. 
( Lord SUFFIELD. 
Judge Advocate-General T. MILVAIN, Esq., K.C. 








SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. JOHN SINCLAIR. 
Lord High Constable——Earl of ERROL. 

Lord Privy Seal——Marquess of BREADELBANE, K.G. 

Master of the Household ——Duke of ARGYLL, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner Lord KINNAIRD. 

Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of Montrussz, K.T. 

Lord Justice General——Rt. Hon. Lord DUNEDIN. 

Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. THOMAS SHAW, K.C. 

Lord Justice Clerk———-Rt. Hon. Lord Kinsspureu, C.B. 
Solicitor-General——ALEXANDER URE, Esgq., K.C. 

Register General and Deputy Keeper Great Seal—Sir STAin AGNEW, K.C.B. 
Commanding Forces Lt.-Gen. &. P. LEACH, C.B., C.V.O 











IRELAND, 


Lord-Lieutenant Karl of ABERDEEN, G.C.M.G 

Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. A. BrrRELL, M.P. 
Under Secretary Rt. Hon. Sir A. MACDONNELL, G.C.S.1., K.C.V.O. 
Private Secretaries Lord HERSCHELL and WALTER CALLAN, Esq. 
State Steward and Chamberlain The Earl of LIVERPOOL. 

Controller Major LAMBART. 

Lord Chancellor——Lord Justice WALKER. 

Attorney-General-——Rt. Hon. R. R CHERRY, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General REDMOND Barry, Esq., K.C., M.P. 

Commanding the Forees——Gen. Lord GRENFELL, G.C.B., G.C.M.G. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of ONstow. 

Clerk of Parliaments Sir Henry J. L. GRawAM, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. THestcEr, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees EPWARD HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees ALBERT GRAY, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills——A. Harrison, Usq. 

Senior Clerks 
Clerk of the Journals W. A. Leien, Esy. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees J. F. Symons JEuNE, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, ani Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 
SKENE, Esq. 

W.H. Haminton Gorpon, Esq. 

Peers’ Printed Paper Ufiice C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. 

Other Clerks——Hon. A. McDonneuu; A. H. Ropinson, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills and 
Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs); H. P. Sr. Joy, Esq.; V. M. Bippuupu, Esq. ; 
Hon. E. A. Stonok; H. J. F. Bapgeney, Esq. ; C. HEApIAM, Esq. ; J. B. Horuam, Esq. ; 
EK. C. Vicgors, Esq. ; A. Tennyson, Esq. ; G. D. Luarp, Esq. ; and G. Prosy, Esq. 

Receiver of Fees and Accountant——T. A. Court, Esq. 

Copyists——-Mr. H. P. Nornis and Mr. R. A. Court. 

Messengers Messrs. A. A. WorRFELL, C. E. Cuiztett, J. W. F Locks, J.. McMILLay, 
G. BENNETT, G. T. PHitie, W. S. Wricut. 






































Librarian- EDMUND Gossk, Esq., LL.D. 
Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. Buter, Esq. 
Attendant——Mr. A. N. Srorr. 


Examiners for Standing Orders 

H. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod ——Admiral Sir F. H, STEPHENSON, G.C.V.O., K.C.P 

Yeoman Usher Captain T. D. Butter, M.V.0. 

Serjeant-at-Arms Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLEErwoop I. Epwakps, G.C.V.0O., K.C B 

Deputy Nerjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Winiiams, sy. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B, GALLOP. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. H. Bb. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Lhird Class Assistants Mess:s. J. WooLAcoTtT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHiLLIPs, W. W. MEATES, 
T. WHITEHEAD. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms Mr. W. CASBON. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords Mr. A. PALMER. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. P. E. RIDGE. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. W. BRADSHAW. 





©. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons JEunrE, Esq. ; Clerk 



































PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons Sir COURTENAY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.I., C.1.E 

Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Secon: Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Vublic Bill Oftice, and Clerk of Fees W. GIBBONS, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk otf the Journals W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Uftice F, St. GEORGE TUPPER, Esq. 
Private Bill Office J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks C. V. FRERKE, bsq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E, H. DoyLe, Bart. ; 8. L. 
SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; HORACE WEST, Esq. 

Assistant Clerks HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq. ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; PERCY 
A. BULL, Esq.; F. K. WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq. ; Ww. E. GREY, Esq. ; F. C. HOLLAND, 
Esq. ; J. W. G. BonpD, Esq. ; H. C. DAWKINS, Esq.; RK. bP. CoLomsB, Esq. ; Bb. H. 
FELL, Esq.; RK. E. CHILDERS, Esq.; J. Scorr PORTER, Esq. 

Junior Clerks F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq, ; W. T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq. ; W. 
K. GIBBONS, Esq.; W. P. JOHNSTON, Esq. ; J. BARLOW, Esq. ; Hon. H. R. C. 
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Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq., C.V.O. 

Deputy Serjeant——t’. R. GossEt, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant ——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 
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Secretary to the Speaker Hon. EDWARD GULLY, C.B. 

Counsel to the Speaker Hon. Sir E. CHANDOs LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B 

Trainbearer Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Messenger Mr. W. Hott. 

Collector of Fees on Private Bills ——C. L. Lock Ton, Esq, 

Clerk to Referees Sir E. H. DoyLeE, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. CAMPron, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE Esq 

Taxing Master C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. 

Vote Office 
Principal Clerk PHILIP SMITH, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——JOHN Poystr, Esq.; W. K. SANDERSON, Esq. 
Messenger——-Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. : 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq.; Assistant Librarian-—A. E, A. W. SmyTuH, Esq. 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART: Messengers Messrs. 
A. FIRMIN, W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers 
Journals——G, E. BRISCOE EYRE, Esq. 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. (for H. M. Stationery Office.) 
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VOLUME CL&XIV. 


SIXTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1907. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 7ru MAY, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Pass 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with : 

-Rawtenstall Corporation ; North-East London Railway. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table. .. : . 3 1 
St. Neot’s Urban District Council Bill [#.1.]; Simon-Carves Bye-Product 


Coke Oven Construction and Working Company, Limited, Bill [H.1.]: 
sington Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill [H.L.]—Reported, wit! 


Amendments l 
City of London (Union of Parishes) Bill [1.1.].—The Order made on the 

25th of April last, appointing certain Lords the Select Committee to con- 

sider the Bill, discharged. . 1 
Bristol Corporation Bill.—Brought from the Commons, read 1*, and referred 

to the Examiners ave a ~ - at es a a 2 
Midland Railway Bill [4.1.]; York (Micklegate) Stravs Bill [H.L.]; Sheffield 

Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Cavehill and Whitewell Tramways Bill [H.1.]: 

Aberdeen Corporation Bill [H.1.].—Leave given to the Select Committee to 

adjourn over to-morrow.. oe 2 
Pier and Harbour aiehieeaiiaaas Order ie ads Bill [x H.L. is -Read 2* accord- 

ing to order : . ae oe 2 

tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

TRADE Reports : ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 3774. United States (Chicago.) 

No. 3775. Russia (Batoum and District.) 

No. 3776. Turkey (Constantinople and District.) 

2 


Presented (by’'Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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CoLLEGE CHartTer Act, 1871.—Application from the right hon. Reginald 
McKenna, President of the Board of Education, for the establishment 
and incorporation of a college of Science and Technology at South Ken- 
sington, which has been referred by His Majesty in Council for the con- 
sideration and report of a Committee of His Majesty’s Most Hon. Privy 
Council, together with a draft of the Charter applied for: Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table fs as aa 3 


Destructive Insects and Pests Bill [.u.].—Reported from the Standing 
Committee without Amendment: and to be read 3* on Monday next. 


t 


House of Lord's (Reform) Bill [#.1.]—Order of the day read for resuming 
the adjourned debate on the Amendment proposed by the Earl Cawdor 
to the Motion for the Second Reading, viz.— 


or 


l'o leave out all the words after ‘that’ for the purpose of in- 
serting these words : ‘ A Select Committee to be appointed to consider 
the suggestions which have from time to time been made for increa;!ng 
the efficiency of the House of Lords in matters affecting legislation, 
and to report as to the desirability of adopting them either in their 
original or in some modified form.’ ” 


The Lord Archbishop of ¢ oe 


The Duke of Devonshire .. ; es of ae - = y 
The Earl of Rosebe ory ~ A oe ay ae 4s ay 16 
Lord Courtney of Penwith .. # a e o me ow. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne : oF — ie a 
The Lord Privy Seal (The Marque: ss of Ripon) oe te << = 
Lord Newton ; ee ie ee ES 12 


Motion for the Second Reading, and Bill (by Jeave of the House) with 
drawn. 


Moved, “ That a Select Committee be appointed to consider the suggestions 
which have from time to time been made for increasing the efficiency ot 
the House of Lords in matters affecting legislation, and to report as 
to the desirability of adopting them either in their original or in some 
modified form.—(Earl Cawdor.) 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ That’ and to insert 
the words, ‘in the opinion of this House it is not expedient to 
proceed with the discussion of various proposals for reforming the 
constitution of this House until provision has been made for an effec- 
tive method of settling differences which may arise between this House 
and the other House of Parliament.’ ”’—(The Earl of Crewe.) 


On Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question,” their Lordships divided :—Contents, 198; Not-Contents 
46. 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 
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Irish Tobacco Bill [Seconp Reapine.]—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lord Oranmore and Browne 
Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.’—(Lord Oranmore and Browne.) 


On Question, Bill read 2", and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Eight o’clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 7ru# MAY, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil Junction Railway Bill; Great Yarmouth 
Port and Haven Bill.—Read the Third time, and passed .. a ae 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill (sy Orper); Cardiff Railway Bill 
(by Order; Leith Harbour and Docks Bill (by Order).—Orders for Second 
Reading, read and discharged ; Bills withdrawn 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Barnstaple, 
Coventry, Honiton, and Wallasey,” presented by Dr. Macnamara ; supported 
by Mr. Burns; read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 178.] 


RAILWAY Britis (Group 2).—Mr. Soames reported from the Committee on 
Group 2 of Railway Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, the Commit- 
tee had adjourned till Thursday, at Two of the Clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. . 


MeEssaGE FROM THE Lorps.—That thev have agreed to :—London Govern- 
ment Scheme (Southwark Borough Market) Bill; Gas Companies (Removal 
of Sulphur Restrictions) Bill; Basingstoke Gas Bill; without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for transferring to the 
{cclesiastical Commissioners the endowments of the rectory of Sutton 
Coldfield, in the county of Warwick, and for providing for the re-endowment 
of the said rectory and for the application of the income and capital of the 
transferred endowments; and for other ecclesiastical purposes.” [Sutton 


Coldfield Rectory Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to consolidate, with amendments and 
additions, the provisions of the Acts relating to the Tees Valley Wate: 
Board.” [Tees Valley Water (Consolidation) Bill { Lords]. 


xiii 


Page 


47 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to transfer the powers of the Kendal 
Fell Trustees to the Mayor, Alderman, and Burgesses of the borough of 
Kendal; to unite the townships within the borough into one parish; to 
abolish certain differential rating; and for other purposes.” [Kendal 
Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to conter further powers on the Western 
Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board; to make the Bedwellty and 
Tredegar Urban District Councils constituent authorities; and for other 
purposes.” [Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill [Lords]. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the Metropolitan 
tailway Company to establish and regulate a pension fund ; and for other 
purposes.”’ [Metropolitan Railway (Pension Fund) Bill [Lords] 


Sutton Coldfield Rectory Bill {[Lorps]; Tees Valley Water (Consolidation) 
Bill [Lords]; Kendal Corporation Bill [Lords]; Western Valleys (Mon- 
mouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan Railway (Pension 
Fund) Bill {Lords].—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills .. - x si a 


PETITIONS. 


Epvucation (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petition from Forfar, for alteration ; to lie upon 
the Table 
Grocers’ LICENCES (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petition from Kirriemuir, against; to 


lie upon the Table .. 


Liegvor TraFric (Loca Oprion) (ScorLAND) Bitt.—Petition from Kirriemuir 
avainst ; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric (LocaL Option) (Scortanp) Biiu.—Petition from Barry, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table 

MarkIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SisteR BiLu.—Petitions against :—From 
Cottered ; Cowley St. John; Forest Gate; Headon with Upton; Kensing- 


ton; Lichfield ; Windsor ; and, Woolwich ; to lie upon the Table 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost oF MAINTENANCE).—Petitions for legislation :—Fron 
Leicester ; and, Llanelly ; to lie upon the Table 


SMALL HoLpinGs (SCOTLAND) B1LL.—Petition from Forfar, for alteration: to lie 
upon the Table 


Werk.y Rest Day Biti.—Petition from London, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ , 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NATIONAL ScHOOL TEACHERS’ (IRELAND) Penston Funp.—Return [presented 
6th May]; to be printed. [No. 139] , 


CoLLEGE CHARTER Act, 1871 (COLLEGE oF ScrENCE at SoutH KENsineton.— 
Copy presented, of application received from the Board of Education for 
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49 





ie 
I'R 


~ 
>] 


TR. 


AP) 


Pos 


NIG: 


Roy 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. Rv 
May 7. Page 
- y 7.) g 
the establishment of a College of Science and Technology at South Kensing- 
ton, referred by His Majesty in Council for the Consideration and Report of 
a Committee of His Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy Council; together 
with a Copy of the draft of the Charter applied for [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table se Es ye Se “ vs < vs fs io Se 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3774 to 3776 (by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table... 7 xe - #% “s es - ~~ = 
East Inpia (FINANCIAL STATEMENT).—Presented, reative thereto [Address 2nd 
May; Sir Henry Fowler]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
a i a TI 
47 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
REINSTATEMENT OF IRISH EvicTED TENANTS—CASE OF Patrick CoLLINs.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Crean (Cork, S.E.); Answer, Mr. Birrell .. er Pv <«. 08 
48 
TRANSFER OF PostMAN THOMAS CONNOLLY, OF CASTLE Str., ANTRIM.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. V. Kennedy (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Mr. 8. Buxton Ns Jo. 50 
APPOINTMENT To Birr PosTMASTERSHIP.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
18 Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. 8. Buxton 51 
PosraL Facriities iN KILKENNY AND CASTLECOMER.—Question, Mr. Meagher 
18 (Kilkenny, N.); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton - ‘s - i oo 
MercHANT Surpprnc Brtt—HEARING OF COUNSEL AT THE COMMITTEE STAGE. 
19 —Question, Mr. J. Devlin (Belfast, W.); Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George .. 52 
THe BaNnkruprcy OF THE Banking Corporation, LimIrep.—Question, 
49 Mr. H. Banner (Liverpool, Everton); Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George.. - & 
NAVAL OFFICERS AND THE Customs StTaFr.—Question, Mr. Clynes (Manchester, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Runciman .. . e, 0s i i tom O88 
49 ‘ ~ 1 T 1 rn] 
Cavan Lanp AppEAL CasEs.—Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.); Answer, 
Mr. Birrell = es Ss <5 ae es x - > Be 
19 3 oa , ; 
ORDNANCE SurveY TRAVELLING EXxPENsEs.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, 
Mr. Haldane - = ie “6 ‘a és - ws yar 
19 . ; ‘ 7 
New Army SCHEME AND THE PERMANENT STAFF OF THE AUXILIARY Forces.— 
Question, Sir H. Vincent (Sheffield, Central); Answer, Mr. Haldane .. 55 
19 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
NicuT TRAINING ON WaARSHIPs.—Question, Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, 
r The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. E. Robertson, Dundee) a .. 55 
4 
RoyaL MARINE ARTILLERY AND Licut INFANTRY.—Question, Mr. G. Greenwood 
(Peterborough) ; Answer, Mr. E. Robertson .. ok ad i Le “56 
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RosyTH.—Questions, Mr. A. Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie), Mr. Watt (Glasgow WE 
College), Mr. Wedgwood (Newcastle-under-Lyne) ; Answer, Mr. E. Robert- 
son ; ; 56 
: . : . 3 
Horses FOR THE ARMY.—Questions, Major Anstruther-Gray (St. Andrews ~— 
Burghs), Mr. Lea (St. Pancras) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Haldane, Haddington) .. ae a “a i oe a See 1 
Boa 
WootwicH MECHANICS FOR GERMANY.—Questions, Major Anstruther-Gray, Mr. 
Ward (Stoke-on-Trent) ; Answers, Mr. Haldane a a e i | OM Vac 
MixitiaA GARRISON ARTILLERY.—Question, Mr. Fell (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, 
ne | 
Mr. Haldane ae . i £5 * oe - sh ae 58 | 
: ae VAL 
InpI1AN BupGer.—Questions, Mr. Annan Bryce (Inverness Burghs), Mr. Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe), Sir C. Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean): 
Answers, The Under-Secretary of State for India (Mr. C. Hobhouse, Bristol. SoU 
E.) s ate ote ae oie = Ms oe vr 2a 58 
Port-oF-SpaIn Town CoMMISSIONERS.—Question, Mr. Summerbell (Sunderland) Vic" 
land) ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Churchill, 
Manchester, N.W.) ae - ag i Bp 5a re <0 
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EMIGRATION FROM THE WEsT [NDIA IsLANDS.—Question, Mr. Summerbell ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill... - - re bs ~ Lg .. 60 Rr. 
NarrosI Prison.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill 61 
ins ; ‘: ; ee Lig 
British INDIANS IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Sir H. Cotton (Nottingham. 
E.): Answer, Mr. Churchill id. oA = - - a co 168 
THe Assovan Dam.—Questions, Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool), Mr. | es 
Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood): Mr. Crooks (Woolwich), Mr. J. Ward: 
Answers, The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir Edward Grey. 
Northumberland, Berwick) ov i s a 3 a ee | 
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EcyptiAN Excise Duties.—Question, Mr. J. M. Robertson (Northumberland. 
Tyneside) ; Answer, Sir E. Grey = “ Hs 4 ia .. 63 
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IncomME-Tax INcIDENCE.—Questions, Mr. Watt, Mr. A. Cross; Answers, Mr. IRI 
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Everton); Answer, Mr. Asquith ed 66 
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WeIcuts AND Measures Act—New RecuLations.—Question, Mr. Hazel (West 


Bromwich); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Lloyd- 
x George, Carnarvon Boroughs) .. ‘cs ‘ : ws a. 


age 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO RaILwAy—OveERCROWDING.—Question, Mr. 
Bridgeman (Shropshire, Oswestry) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George .. a oe 


BoarD oF TRADE LaBour CoMMISSIONERS.—Question, Mr. Fell (Great Yar- 
mouth); Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George .. ee oa ey for cit 760 


VACCINATION DEcCLARATIONS.—Question, Mr. J. D. White (Dumbartonshire) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. John Burns, 
Battersea) ee as oe oe fe Be ae He sia, (08 
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VALUATION BIL. Papasnumas Mr. C. — anaieateien Hoxton); Answer, Mr. J. 


Burns 69 


SoutH Kenstneton CoLLEGE oF Scrence.—Question, Mr. Ashley; Answer, 
58 The President of the Board of Education (Mr. McKenna, Monmouthshire, N.) 69 


VicTOoRIA AND ALBERT Museum, SoutH KENsINcTon.—Question, Sir W. Anson 
(Oxford University); Answer, Mr. McKenna ‘ = hh « & 


LLANELIAN SCHOOLMASTER’S SALARY.—Question, Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. McKenna .. ne A i ee oe as vo “69 


60 RE-DIRECTION OF LETTERS.—Question, Mr. Bramsdon (Portsmouth) ; Answer, 
The Postmaster-General (Mr. Sydeny Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Poplar) .. 70 
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LigHTING THE MaLit.—Questions, Mr. C. Hay, Viscount Turnour (Sussex, Hor- 
: sham); Answers, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Harcourt, 
1 : a 
Lancashire, Rossendale) ss ve avs a >i ike “ae 
BurRWELL FarmM.—Questions, Mr. Bridgeman, Mr. H. Beach (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury) ; Answers, The Treasurer of the Household (Sir E. Strachey, 
1 Somersetshire, 8.) a nee aie ka ” i 3 rey | 
Corrupr Practices Act 1N ScoTLanD.—Question, Mr. Watt; Answer, The 
3 Lord Advocate (Mr. T. Shaw, Hawick Burghs) or i“ a gin! ae 
WaRrDEN Esrate Evicrep TENANTS.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8S.) ; Answer, 
3 The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Cherry, Liverpool Exchange) 72 
ABBEYLEIX BoycoTrine CasE.—Questions, Colonel McCalmont (Antrim, E.), Mr. 
5 Moore (Armagh, N.); Answers, Mr. Cherry .. as es ea tere ee 
EnnisnaG EvictrED TENANT.—Question, Mr. Meagher ere N.); Answer, 
{ Mr. Cherry (for Mr. Birrell) ee Ke aS os ‘ ne ey 
PoxtcE Protection oF Grazing FAarmMs.—Question, Mr. Bridgeman ; Answer, 

; Mr. Cherry (for Mr. Birrell) a ae aA she is ree : 73 
Ir1sH ScHooLt ATTENDANCE Fines.—Question, Mr. Barrie (Londonderry, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Cherry (for Mr. Birrell)’ .. ‘es se “3 gs 
Stico County Counciz Printine Contract.—Question, Mr. Liddell (Down, W.); 

Answer, Mr. Cherry (for Mr. Birrell) .. ae aoa - re oo. 2 
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IRELAND AND THE Bupcer SurPLus.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ; 
Mr. Asquith ‘2 vs 75 
Ir1sH Postat Stores Brancn.—Question, Mr. Meagher; Answer, Mr. Sydney 
Suxton os ao ve se = z= wh - e oo Ae 
Bystness oF THE Hovse.—Question, Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) ; 
Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) wR 7 : 17 
NEW BILES. 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools (No. 2) Bill.—“ To amend the Law as 
to Reformatory and Industrial Schools,” presented by Mr. George Green- 
wood ; supported by Sir John Kennaway, Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Gooch, 
and Mr. Nicholson ; to be read a second time upon Friday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 179] .. a ” a ihe és - ss ~~ ee | 
Fruit Growers (Scotland) Bill—‘ To amend the Law with respect to the 
classification of Fruit Growers Holdings in Scotland for purposes of rating ; 
to include certain sections of the Agric cultural Holdings Act, 1906 ; and for ‘ 
“ea Iris 
other purposes in respect of these holdings,” presented by Mr. Menzies ; 
supported by Mr. Molteno, Mr. Gulland, Major McMicking, Mr. Ainsworth, 
Mr. Eugene Wason, Mr. Beale, Mr. Dundas White, and Sir Thomas Glen 
Coats ; to be read a second time To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 180].. 77 
Shops (No. 3) Bill.—‘ To amend the Law relating to Shops,” presented by Sit 
Charles Dilke; supported by Mr. Bowerman, Mr. Timothy Davies, Mr. 
Arthur Henderson, Mr. McCrae, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. Alfred Scott, Mr. Shackle- 
ton, Mr. Seddon, Mr. Tennant, and Mr. W edgwood : ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, 24th May, and to be printed. [Bill 181] .. is . 
PARLIAMENTARY Depates.—Ordered, that Mr. Harold Cox be discharged from 
the Select Committee on Parliamentary Debates 
Ordered, that Mr. Theodore Taylor be added to the Committee.—(Mr. 
Whiteley) .. ie se my - - = a ee | 
Ir1su Counctt. The 
The Chie} Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.) .. a .s 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to provide for the Establishment and Functions of an Administrative 
Council in Ireland ; and for other purposes connected therewith.” —( Mr. 
Birrell.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) i? re - ei .. 103 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford)... ok - ‘ + — 3 
a Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) ee ea 7" ee oo 128 Brec 
Mr. Moore (Armagh, N.)  . * me 2 = ss ~. 130 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8. ) i be Se - oe .. 144 1 
Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid) - a si ee i .. 146 
Sir Alfred Thomas (Glamorganshire, E.) .. ae i ‘ie «s 26S Tyne 
Mr. Gooch (Bath)... 5 5 ie - - re .. 154 ( 
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Mr. Barrie (Londonderry, N.) ue a2 om -« 1 
Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxte th) as “3 ‘ .. 162 
Mr. James Campbell (Dublin University) .. Kia sa ee ~~» L6T 
The Solicitor-General (Mr. Redmond ne Tyrone, N.) .. - ~3 TS 
Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, S.) ; : te se as a 80 


Mr. BrrrE.t rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question be now 
bP) 
put. 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 417; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 161.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 416; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 162.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Birrell, Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland. 


Irish Council Bil!.—‘** To provide for the Establishment and Functions of an 
Administrative Council in Ireland ; and for other purposes connected there- 
with,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time To-morrow, and to be printed. | Bill 182.] 


And, it being half-past Eleven of the Clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the 
House without Question put, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Adjourned at half after Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, Sra MAY, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 

“ducation Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 2) [#.L.]; 
Worthing Gas. 


Also the Certificate that no Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill :—Pasley Children Legitimisation—Petition for a Bill. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table a - we mee 2 


Brecon and Merthyr Tydvil Junction Railway Bill; Great Yarmouth 
Port and Haven Bill.—Brought from the Commons, read 1", and referred 
to the Examiners .. Bee a hnts 53 oe he ae 4 rier 197 


Tynemouth Corporation (Water) Bill [1.v. Hag ae from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments .. az Pe me oa sion BOG 


b2 
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Hull and Barnsley Railway Bill.—Read 2", and committed ; the ommittee 


to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. 


Taff Vale Railway Bill—Read 2", and committed ; the Committee to be 


proposed by the Committee of Selection 


London and North-Western Railway ens —* Bill.— 
Read 2*, and committed for Tuesday next ge ; 


Grays and Tilbury Gas Bill.—Reagl 2", and committed 


Swansea Harbour Bill.—Read 2*, and committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection < i = .. . 


Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill ; South-Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill; Plymouth and North Devon Direct Railway 
(Abandonment) Bill ; Broc ‘kenhurst Gas Bill.—Read 2", and committed 


Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynamman Railway Bill.—Read 2", and com- 
mitted ; The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


United Methodist samen Bill [a L. a ad 3*, and passed, and sent to the 


Commons 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [1.1.|.— 


Read 3*; Amendments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 
: ’ J ’ 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill [H.1.].—Great Yarmouth 
Waterworks and Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [H.1.]; Selsey Water Bill 
[H.L.].—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Falmouth Gas Bill.—Read 3", and passed. A 


Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amend- 


ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


JUDICIAL STaTistics, ENGLAND AND Wates, 1905 (Parr II.), Civit Jupicia 
STATISTICS.—NStatistics relating to the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, the House of Lords, the Supreme Court of Judicature, County 
Courts, and other Civil Courts, edited by Sir John Macdonell, C.B., LL.D., 
a Master of the Supreme Court ; presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table... 


JournaL Comirree.—Report from, that the One hundred and thirty-eighth 
Volume of the Journals (6th Edward VII., 1906), with an Index, was ready 
for delivery ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table; and the said Volume 


ordered to be delivered in the same manner as the preceding Volumes of the 
Journals have been delivered 


Matrimonial Causes Acts Amendment Bill [1.1.] [Seconp READING |.— 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lhe Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) 


Puge 
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Moved, “ That the Bill be now read _2*.”—(The Lord’Chancellor). 


The Earl of Halsbury .. 

The Lord Chancellor .. ea 
On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 

House on Tuesday next. 


Prize Courts Bill [x...] [Seconp Reapina.].—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.—(The Lord Chancellor). 


On Question, Bill read 2, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o’clock 
to Monday next, a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 8ta MAY, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Chelmsford 
and Merthyr Tydvil,” presented by Dr. Macnamara; supported by Mr. 
Burns ; read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 183] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—‘‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Hertford, 
the Goole Joint Hospital District, and the Oakengates and Dawley Joint 
Water Board,” presented by Dr. Macnamara; supported by Mr. Burns ; 
read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 184] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill.—‘ To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Bradford (Yorks), Northampton, and Wigan,” presented by Dr. Macnamara; 
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Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill, reported, with Amendments 
[Title amended].—Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. ‘ 
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Petty Session Clerks (Ireland) Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Law relating te 
Clerks of Petty Sessions in Ireland,” presented by Mr. Sloan; supported 
by Mr. Wolff, Mr. Crean and Mr. Flynn; to be read a second time upon 
ea oe 


Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 189] 


Ways anp Means [247TH Aprit] Rerport.—Order read, for further Consideration 
of First Resolution, “ That Income-tax shall be charged for the year be- 
ginning the sixth day of April, nineteen hundred and seven, at the rate of 
one shilling in the pound.” 


Mr. Samuel Roberts (Sheffield, Ecclesall) .. rr = ae .. 245 
Mr. Fell (Great Fcc ba ; - Bs gi a .. 246 


Amendment proposed — 
“To leave out the words ‘one shilling,’ and insert the words 
*elevenpence,’””—(Mr. Samuel Roberts)—instead thereof : 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ one shilling,’ stand part of the said 
Resolution.” 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fifeshire, BE.) .. ois SEE 


Mr. Harmood-Banner (Liverpool, Everton) . . ie sed or .. 249 
Mr. Everett (Suffolk, Woodbridge) .. ea ed x ‘a .. 201 
Mr. George Faber (York) .. is a ar es a .. 203 
Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) .. a i ss _«2 #0 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London)... 4a 7 ‘% ws .. 209 
Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) 258 
Sir J. Jardine (Roxburghshire) 260 

261 


Sir Thomas Lowe (Birmingham, Edgbaston) 
Mr. Myer (Lambeth, N.) .. ae ts S14 ae i .s 262 
Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) sig ot is - -- 262 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 323; Noes, 87. (Division List No. 163.) 
Resolution agreed to. 

Ways AnD MEANs [24TH Aprit] Report. 
Order read, for Consideration of Second and Subsequent Resolutions. 
Resolutions considered. 


Second Resolution. 
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Estate Dury. 
2. “ That in the case of persons dying on or after the nineteenth day of April, 


nineteen hundred and seven, the rates of Estate duty under section 
seventeen of The Finance Act, 1894, be amended so that— 





Estate Duty shall be payable 


at the rate per cent. of Tustead of 


Where the Principal Value of the Estate. 
P 





Exceeds — 
£ 'g 
150,000 and does not exceed 250,000 | Seven pounds - - - | Six pounds 


| ten shillings 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


250,000 * = 500,000 | Eight pounds - - | Seven pounds 


500,000 - i 750,000 | Nine pounds - - - | Seven pounds 


ten shillings 


750,000 % » 1,000,000 | Ten pounds” - - - | Seven pounds 
ten shillings 


1,000,000 ma » 1,500,000 | Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and eleven pounds on 
the remainder 


1,500,000 gs », 2,000,000 | Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and twelve pounds on 
the remainder 


. 
2,000,000 cs » 2,900,000 | Ten pounds on one million | Fight pounds 
and thirteen pounds on 
the remainder 


2,500,000 ad », 9,000,000 | Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and fourteen pounds on 
the remainder 


3,000,000 - - : . : - | Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and fifteen pounds on 
the remainder 








Read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.) si BY a NE .. 267 
Mr. Harold Cox (Preston) is Sh ba - - .. 268 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 329; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 164.) 


Third Resolution— 
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IncomME-Tax (INCLUSION OF ALL OFFICES AND EMPLOYMENTS IN SCHEDULE E). 


3. “ That the Income-tax charged on offices or employments of profit, 
whether public or not, be charged under Schedule E in The Income-Tax 
Act, 1853.” 


Disagreed to. 
Resolutions— 


Income-Tax (LIMITATION ON THE AGGREGATE AMOUNT OF DEDUCTIONS OR 
REPAYMENTS FOR WEAR AND TEAR). 


4. “ That no deduction or repayment be allowed in any year in respect of the 
diminished value, by reason of wear and tear, or any machinery or plant 
which, when added to the deductions or repayments allowed on that 
account in previous years, will make the aggregate amount of the de- 
ductions or repayments exceed the actual cost of the machinery or 
plant.” 


Income-Tax (ABOLITION OF REPAYMENTS IN ReEspPecT oF ASSESSMENT ON 
AVERAGE INCOME). 


5. ** That any abatement, relief, or repayment of Income-Tax under section 
one hundred and thirty-three of The Income-Tax Act, 1842, as amended 
by section six of The Revenue Act, 1865, shall cease.” 


IncoME-TAx (ASSESSMENT ON TRADES, Evc., RECENTLY COMMENCED). 


6. “ That Income-tax charged under Schedule D in The Income-Tax Act, 
1853, on professions, trades, or vocations shall, in the case of professions, 
trades, or vocations which have been set up or commenced within the 
three years on which the average income is to be computed under The 
Income-Tax Acts or within the year of assessment, be charged with 
preference to the actual profits or gains arising in the year of assess- 
ment.” 


Agreed to. 


Ordered “ That it be an Instruction to the Gentlemen appointed to bring in a 
Bill upon the Resolutions reported from the Committee of Ways and 
Means on the Ist day of this instant May, and then agreed to by the 
House, that they do make provision therein pursuant to the Resolutions 
agreed to by the House this day.” —(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Locat Taxation Grants [ConsoLIDATED Funp]. 


Resolution reported, ‘‘ That it is expedient that the following grants to Local 
Taxation Accounts, namely—(1) The Estate Duty grants paid under 
section nineteen of The Finance Act, 1894; and (2) The Agricultural 
Rates grant paid under section two of the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896 ; 
and (3) The Scottish Agricultural Rates grant paid under section three 
of The Agricultural Rates, Congested Districts, and Burgh Land Tax 
Relief (Scotland) Act, 1896, instead of being paid out of the revenues out 
of which they are payable under the present law, be charged on and paid 
out of the Consolidated Fund, but in the case of the grants which are 
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payable during the continuance of any temporary Act, only so long as 
that Act is continued, and that where under the present law the proceeds 
of any duties are paid to any local taxation account, a sum equal to the 
proceeds of those duties at their present rates be paid to that account 
out of the Consolidated Fund, and the actual proceeds of the duties be 
pail into the Exchequer.” 


Mr. Hicks Beach (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) .. 
Mr. Harmood-Banner - ‘ie 
Mr. Asquith .. rs ‘ ft ae 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be a further Instruction to the Gentlemen appointed to 
bring in a Bill upon the resolutions reported from the Committee of 
Ways and Means on the Ist day of this instant May, and then agreed to 
by the House, that they do make provision therein pursuant to the said 
Resolution.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Finance Bill.—‘‘ To grant certain Duties of Customs and Inland Revenue. 


to alter other Duties, and to amend the Law relating to Customs and Inland 
Revenue and the National Debt, and to make other prov isions for the financial 
arrangements of the vear,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 190.] 


Post Office Sites Bill. 


The Postmaster-General (Mr. Sydney Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Sir F. Banbury (City of London)... Fe 

Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, E.) 

Mr. William Rutherford (Liverpool, “West Derby) ; 
Mr. Sydney Burton : 
Mr. Rawlinson (Cambridge U ‘niversity) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed to a Select Committee of Five 
Members. Three to be nominated by the House, and Two by the 
Committee of Selection. 


Ordered, “ That all Petitions against the Bill presented Five clear days before 
the meeting of the Committee be referred to the Committee ; that the 
Petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their Counsel, or 
Agents be heard against the Bill, and Course! heard in support of 
the Bill.” 


Ordered, “ That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records.” 


Ordered, “ That Three be the Quorum.”—(Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
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Butter and Margarine Bill. —Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate 
on Question [17th April], “ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool) ie as -. 280 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby (Lincolnshire, Horncastle) ea a oo 
Mr. Alerander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) i an *A oe «21 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed to a Standing Committee. 


Criminal! Appeal Bill.—9rder for S2cond Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Rawlinson (Cambridge University) — .. es a bs -. 282 
Mr. Clavell Salter (Hants, Basingstoke) ... ie HP ar so 2086 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘ upon this day six months.” —(Mr, Rawlinson.} 


Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) Pe ea << it os See 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The Attorney-General (Sir John Walton, Leeds, S.) - iv «- 293 
Mr. 8S. T. Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) .. ie ae “se -- 293 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Probation of Offenders (No. 2) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


The Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Herbert 
Samuel, Yorkshire, Cleveland) a Ms a af ae. oor 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 

Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston) én ‘i nie 8 - ~- 295 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) - - oe “4 o- 295 
Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, S. W. ) re bie a -- 296 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) .. ‘a e* as -- 296 
Mr. Maclean (Bath) .. oe ar si he ana sit ss 297 
Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby) .. as Ie a .. 297 


Mr. Rawlinson ~ AE A rs - = oa _. 298 
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Mr. Herbert Samuel .. a # he fy iy 
Mr. S. T. Evans cs, ih me a ak eo 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed fo a Standing Committee. 


PusLications ComMitTEE.—Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to 
examine the publications printed by order of this House or presented to it 
through Public Departments, and to call attention to any case in which un- 
necessary expense has been incurred. 


Mr. Cleland, Mr. Harold Cox, Mr. Crombie, Mr. William Jones, Mr. 
Jeremiah MacVeagh, Mr. Maddison, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. George 
Roberts, and Mr. Toulmin nominated Members of the Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That Three be the Quorum.—(Mr. Whiteley.) .. 


Public business having been concluded at ten minutes past Eight o’clock, 
Mr. Speaker left the Chair until a quarter-past Eight o’clock. 


RurAL DepoPpuLaTIon— 


Mr. Rogers (Wiltshire, Devizes) .. 
Mr. Walker (Leicestershire, Melton) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the progressive decline of 
population in rural districts is a subject of serious national concern, and 
that this House ought at once to take such action, legislative and ad- 
ministrative, as will maintain a rural population as a reservoir of 
national strength and a necessary condition of national well-being.” — 


(Mr. Rogers.) 


Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) 

Mr. Black (Bedfordshire, Biggleswade) 

Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N. 

Sir Francis Channing ( Northamptonshire, E.) 

Mr. Parker (Halifax) 

Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) 

Mr. Beck (Cambridgeshire, Wisbech) 

Colonel Kenyon- Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) : 

The Treasurer of the Household (Sir Edward Strachey, Somersetshire, 8. ) 
Mr. Hicks-Beach (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) ca i 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the progressive decline of population in rural districtsis a 
subject of serious national concern, and that this House ought at once 
to take such action, legislative and administrative, as will maintain a 
rural population as a reservoir of national strength and a necessary con- 
dition of national well-being.—(Mr. Rogers.) 
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Notification of Births Bill.—Read a second time and committed to a 
Standing Committee... a “6 ne “ ‘i . . 


Adjourned at seven minutes after Eleven o'clock. 





+ 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 97H MAY. 1907. 


The House“met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. ¢ , — 


yy PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Great Northern and City Railway Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 335 
King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Council Bill.—Reported 


from the Police and Sanitary Committee, with Amendments [Title 
amended]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. oe .. 333 


Local Government Provisionai Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow .. cha ia “i oa cee 


London County Council (Money) Bill; Middlesborough Corporation Bill 
[Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed a a ws i we a re - .. 333 


Leeds Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments [Title amended] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘a ‘is e8 .. 333 


Birmingham Corporation Bill [Lorps] ; Manchester Ship Canal (Bridgewater 
Canal) Bill [Lords]. —— with Amendments ; Reports to lie ae the 
Table, and to be printed . re - re a “a ‘ 333 


Staveley Coal and Iron Company Bill ne ee without Amend- 
ment; Report to lie upon the Table... , , oa .. 333 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Weston-super-Mare Grand Pier Bill omens eeonaiel without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table .. 7 a ~e ooo 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet Railways and Piers Bill.— ——— 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. . 333 


Rattway Bitis (Group 5).—Sir Lewis McIver reported from the Committee 
on Group 5 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of parites, the 
oo had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the 
Cloc 


Report to lie upon the Table as ig ‘ie re “a .. 334 
VOL. CLXXIV. [Fourtu Sgrizs.] c 
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Epvucation (ScortanD) Bitt.—Petition from Dunfermline, for alteration ; 


to lie upon the Table 


Ligvor Trarric (Locat Option) (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petitions in favour; From 
Anniesland ; and, Cross; to lie upon the Table oa 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WirFr’s Sister Biti.—Petitions against; From 
Bristol ; Harston; and, Leamington Spa; to lie upon the Table .. 


Cost oF MAINTENANCE).—Petition from Prestwich, for 
le upon the Table 


PavpeR LvUNAtics ( 
legislation ; to | 

JAMAICA.—Petition of Residents in the City of Kingston and the adjoining 
Parish of St. Andrew, Jamaica, for a grant in aid and for an Imperial 
loan to restore homes and buildings destroyed in the recent earthquake 
(King’s recommendation signified) ; referred to the Committee of Supply 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Easr [xpra (Excisk Comrrrer).—Return [presented 6th May], to pe printed. 
[No. 142] 


TEINDs, ETC. (SCOTLAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 18th 
December, 1906; Mr. McCallum]; to lie upon the Table .. 


MINES AND QuARRIES.—Copy presented, of General Report and Statistics for 
the year 1906, Part I. (District Statistics), Statistics of the Persons employed, 
Output, and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in the United Kingdom, ar- 
ranged according to the Inspection districts [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table 


Snor Hours Act, 1904.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Council of 
the County of Lancaster, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of Shops 
within the Clayton-le-Moors, Oswaldtwistle, and Church Urban Districts 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY Estimate, 1907-8).—Estimate presented, of 
the Further Amount required in the year ending 31st March, 1908, for 
Sundry Colonial Services [by Command]; Referred to the Committee of 
Supply, and to be printed. [No. 143] 


East Inpia (EsrimarE).—Copy presented, of Estimate of Revenue and Ex- 
penditure of the Government of India for 1906-7, compared with the results 
of 1905-6 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 144] 


Kast Inpia (Finance AND REVENUE Accounts).—Copy presented, of Finance 
and Revenue Accounts of the Government of India for 1905-6 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table 


East Inpta (Home Accounts).—Copy presented of Home Accounts of the 
Government of India [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 145] is - oe a és xa = oe ip 
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TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 3799 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table = Ks ih a ‘ 3 $a - + as 

Papers Latp vroN THE TABLE BY THE CLERK or THE Housre.— 


1. Lunacy, Copy of Report to the Lord Chancellor of the number 


of visits made, the number of patients seen, and the number of miles ° 


travelled by the Visitors of Lunatics between Ist October, 1906, and 31st 
March, 1907 [by Act]. 


2. Charity Commissioners (Agricultural Land), Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 26th March; Sir William Collins] xs 


ast Inpra (RAILWAYS AND Irrigation Works).—Address for “* Return show- 
ing the estimated position, as regards ca pit: al expenditure, of the several 
Railways and Irrigation Works under ESI in India on the 31st 
day of March, 1907, and the proposed expenditure thereon during 1907-8 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 155, of Session 1906).” 


(Mr. Robert Price) és oe oa i he we ar ay 


EXPERIMENTS ON LivinG ANIMALS—Address for. Return showing the number 
of Experiments on Living Animals during the year 1906, under licences 
granted under the Act 39 and 40 Vic., c. 77, distinguishing the nature of 
the Experiments (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 204, of 
Session 1906).”"—(Mr. Herbert Samue/) : oe ad va oe 


Unrimus Hares (ScorLanb) (AccouNT AND List or Estatres).—Return ordered, 
‘of Abstract Account of the receipts and payments of the King’s and 
Lord Treasurer’s Remembrancer in Scotland, in the year ended the 31st. 
day of December, 1906, in the administration of Estates and Treasure 
m . . { oy) 

Trove on behalf of the Crown. 


* And of Alphabetical List of Estates which fell to the Crown as 
Ultimus Heres in Scotland administered by the King’s and Lord Treasurer’s 
Remembrancer in the same year.”—(1J/r. Runciman) - ne - 


Gas UNbDERTAKINGS.—Return ordered, “ relating to all authorised Gas Under- 
takmegs in the United Kingdom, other than those of Local Authorities, for 
the year ended the 31st day of December 1906 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 393, of Session 1906).”’—(Mr. Lloyd-George) .. ee 


Gas Unprertrakines (Loca, Auruoririzs).—Return ordered, “ relating to all 
authorised Gas Undertakings in the United Kingdom, belonging to Local 
Authorities for the year ended the 25th day of March, 1907 (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 394, of Session 1906).”’—(Mr. Lloyd-George) 

AmpRICAN Main Service.—Return ordered, “showing the number of days, 
hours, and minutes occupied in the transit of the Royal Mails, both outward 


and inward, carried during the years 1905 and 1906, respectively, by, 


steamships between Queenstown and New York, between Southampton 
and New York, and between New York and Plymouth. The Return to 
specify the names of the steamers and to indicate by asterisk or otherwise 
those not carrying mails under contract (in continuation of similar Return 
for 1904, dated May, 1905).”—(Captain Donelan) .. ne a a3 


irish Locat AutHorITIgs AND Loca TRADERS’ TENDERS.—Question, ] Mr. J. 
MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. oo oo oe és 
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House Lerrine 1x Scortanp.—Question, Mr. Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) ; 
Answer, Mr. Sinclair Ps Bg ~ ae “ oa 


ScortisH Estimates.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, 
Mr. Sinclair . : 


BARGARAN RAFFLES IN SCOTLAND.—Questions, Mr. Watt, Mr. Sutherland 
(Elgin Burghs), Mr. C. E. Price (Edinburgh, Central); Answer, The 
Lord Advocate, Mr. T. Shaw (Hawick Burghs) : 


Lerrrim Evicrep Tenants—Case or JAMES Daty.—Question, Mr. T. F. Smyth 
(Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, 
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Lord GouGcH’s Gort Esrare.—Question, Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8.); Answer, 
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Uxeconomic Honprixes NEAR Gort.—Question, Mr. Duffy; Answer, Mr. | 
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GaLway Poor Rare CoLtLecrors.—Question, Mr. Duffy ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Irish Counci, Britt Grant.—Question, Captain Waring (Banffshire) ; Answer, 
Mr. Asquith : 
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the Committee of Selection: That they had discharged the following 
Members from Standing Committee A (in respect of the Limited Partner- 
ships Bill); Mr. Secretary Gladstone and Mr. Herbert Samuel; and had 
appointed in substitution (in-respect of the Limited Partnerships Bill) : Mr. 
Lloyd-George and Mr. Kearley. 

Sir Brampron Gurpon further reported from the Committee: That 
they had added to Standing Committee A the following fifteen Members in 
respect of the Limited Partnerships Bill: Sir William Holland, Mr. Holden, 
Mr. Isaacs, Sir Andrew Torrance, Mr. Beale, Mr. Raphael, Major Dunne, 
Mr. George Greenwood, Sir William Hornby, Mr. Brotherton, Colonel Warde, 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts, Mr. Nicholls, Mr. Murphy, and Mr. Haviland-Burke. 


5 Reports to lie upon the Table 
NEW BILL. 
Teachers of Music Registration Bill—‘‘ To provide for the Registration 
of Teachers of Music,” presented by Mr. O'Neill ; supported by Sir John 


Brunner, Sir Henry Craik, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, and Mr. George White ; 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 191] 
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Suppty [8TH ALLoTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. Emmott (Oldham) in the Chair.] 


Civi, SERVICES AND REVENUE DeparTMENTS Estimates, 1907-8.—Revenue 
Departments. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 


£11,117,751, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
yearending on the 31st day of March, 1908, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Post Office, including Telegraphs.” 


tr 

The Postmaster - General (Mr. 8S ydney Burton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) .. . 2 ts . OO 
Mr. Henniker Heaton (C ‘anterbury) ee és is ss .. 388 
Mr. Annan Bryce (Inverness Burghs)  .. we c .. Wi 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That Item A be reduced by £100.” 1 
—(Mr. Annan Bryce.) + 
wR Re. A fa i #5] 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London) Be - ie ae .. 392 
Mr. Smeaton (Stirlingshire) ing ae cs 7 .. 395 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) + - = + . 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) 7” a or bu .. 398 
Mr. Seddon (Lancashire, Newton) - se - - .. 400 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) sh be se din .. 402 
Mr. Wilkie (Dundee) 22 me sie oie ats .. 403 
Mr. O'Grady (Leeds, E.) me he .. 405 
Mr. Staveley-Hill (Staffordshire, Kingswinford) as ‘ .. 406 
Mr. Morton (Sutherland) is ia rr .. 407 
Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epping) .. Re ss = fe ‘0 ee 
Mr. MacLean (Bath) #4 - - —- rr .. 412 
Mr. Sydney Burton ig en ee be ne -- 413 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) = sm ice .. 419 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) = “ _ eh we .. 421 
Mr. Fell (Gt. Yarmouth) ~ er sé as -. 422 
Mr. J. D. White (Dumbartonshire) os re ss 7 .- 422 
Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood) . ae Bs ar »- 423 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson (Lanarkshire, N. W. Bae eis i a 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) .. - - ‘a .. 424 
Mr. Nield (Middlesex, Ealing) .. a - ae ee .. 425 
Mr. Rees (Montgomery newer Ma $3 a - -- 426 
Mr. Sydney Buxton ‘ éia es s% 4é pa -- 427 


And, it being a quarter past Eight of the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
under Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding was postponed without 
Question put. 
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London County Council (Electric Supply) Bill [By Orper],—Order for 


Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


ae Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye) 





Sir Samuel Scott (Marylebone, W. ) 
{ Amendment proposed.— 


“ To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”’—(Mr. Courthope.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.’ ” 


Mr. Wood (Glasgow, St. Rollor) .. 

Mr. W. F. D. Smith (Strand, W atmsineter) 

Mr. Chiozza Money (Paddington, N.) 

Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, S.W.) 

Mr. Bowerman (Deptford) . 

Mr. Waterlow (Islington, N.) 

Mr. Bonar Law (Camberwell, Dulwie h) i bis - 

The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) , * ie $4 se nee 

Mr. Crooks (Woolw sch) >, ae 

Mr. Dickinson (St. Pancras, N.) 

Mr. J. Ward (Stoke-on-Trent) 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next, at a quarter past Eight of the 
clock. 


Administrative County of London and District Electric Power Bill 
[By Orper.]—Order for Second Reading read and dise — Bill with- 
drawn - ; oa ae Se ar ; si 


SuppeLy (Civit Services AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES). 


Postponed Proceeding on Motion made on consideration of Question, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £11,117,751, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1908, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Post Office, including tele- 
graphs.” 


Which Motion was, “ That Item A be reduced by £100”—(Mr. Annan 
Bryce)—resumed. 


Question again proposed, “‘ That Item A be reduced by £100.” 





L And, it being after Eleven of the clock, and objection being taken to further 
| Proceeding, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon mondaymext. . 
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Political Pensions Bill. 


TABLE OF CONTENTS, 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :— 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, and objection being taken to further 
Proceeding, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 


House. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday, 3rd June 


Adjourned at six minutes after Eleven o’clock. 
] 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 10TH MAY, 107. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—Read the third 
time, and passed am ne Bie ae pe - - 6 


PETITIONS. 


Epvucation (Scor.anp) Biti.—Petition from Boyndie, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table 


Frencu Immigrants (RELIGIOUS OrpFRs.)—Petition from Inverary, for inquiry ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric (LocaL Option) (ScotLanp) Biti.—Petition from Galashiels, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DeceasED Wirr’s Sister Biii.—Petitions against: From 
Bungay; Doncaster; Folkestone; Staines: and, Sydenham ;_ to lie 
upon the Table 

Pauper Lunatics (Cost or MaInreNANcE.)—Petitions for legislation: From 
Barnstaple; Bartor-upon-Irwell; Blackburn; and, York; to lie upon 
the Table : 


Sate or Inroxicatinc Ligvors on Sunpay.—Petition from Walsall, for pro- 
hibition ; to lie upon the Table .. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TEInDs, ETC. (ScoTLAND).—Return [presented 9th May] to be printed. (No. 
146.] re heeete er dtecaeeaitok 


Page 


160 


461 


461 


AG] 


461 


46] 


461 


461 








enero 














() 




















TABLE OF CONTENTS. 





May 10.} 


Cuariry Commissioners (AGRICULTURAL LAND).—Return [presented 9th May] 
to be printed. [No. 148.] a su oi ss 


East INp1a (PRoGREss AND ConpiTIon.)—Copy presented, of Statement ex- 
hibiting the Moral and Material Progress and Condition of India during 
the year 1905-6, Forty-second Number [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 149] 


CLYDE Ports (VEssELS ENTERING, ETC.).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 16th April ; Mr. Ainsworth] ; to lie wpon the Table. . 


Uttimus Hares (Scottanp) (Account anp List or Estates.)—Return pre- 


sented, relative thereto [ordered 9th May; Mr. Runciman]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 147] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PostaL SERVICE—RELATIVES IN THE SAME OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Duncan 
Schwann (Cheshire, Hyde) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton 


SMITHFIELD Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Lea (St. Pancras, E.); Answer, 
Mr. Sydnev Buxton 


DEDUCTIONS FROM ProBaTE Grant To County Mayo.—Question, Dr. Ambrose 
(Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Runciman 


ReveNvE Ratsep rrom Taxes.—Question, Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood) ; 
Answer, Mr. Runciman 


Irish Evicrep Trenanrs—Re-IxsrareMEN?T OF Henry SorAHAN.—Question, 
Mr. Thos. F. Smyth (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


NAMES AND Occupations or [rist Derury-LieureNANTS.—Question, Mr. Dolan 
(Leitrim, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Former Occupation oF Irish ResibeNT MAGistRATES. Question, Mr. Vincent 
(Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Reticious Denominations oF Trish OrrictaLs.—Question, Mr. J. MacVeagh 
(Down, 8.) : Answer, Mr. Birrell 


SALE OF Estate or Mr. J. Martin or BRYANSTOWN.—Question, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell (Loneferd, N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


RECEIVABLE ORDERS IssveD TO Mrs. ELLEN Farrene or CLONEvit.—Question, 
Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. 


Irisu Evictep Tenants —Cass or THos. KEENAN.—Question, Mr. J.P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell . 


Army Prnstons-—Case or Tuos. Murpny.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Haldane 


Army PENsions—C ase or Joun Tracy.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, 


Mr. Haldane ie A 
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Old-Age Pensions Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. W. H. Lever (Cheshire, Wirral) us + wie ‘6 .. 470 
Sir F. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 477 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this Bill be read a second time.” 
—(Mr. Lever.) 
Mr. Harold Cox (Preston) .. ke a a a nF .. 483 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London) .. s - is _ .» 499 
Amendment proposed— 
**To leave out all the words after the word ‘ that.” and to insert 
the words ‘ this House declines to proceed further with a measure which 
would enormously add to the national expenditure until the country 
has had an opportunity of saying whether it is willing to bear the 
necessary burden of taxation.’ ”—(Mr. Harold Coz.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 
Mr. T. R. Bethell (Essex, Maldon) .. ; 6 sa 7 .. 5Ol 
Mr. J. W. Taylor (Durham, Chester-le- Street) git be ia .. 503 
Mr. Duckworth (Stockport) .. e ee us ms ne .. 505 
Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) 2 : Be me .. BOT 
Mr. J. M. Robertson ( a land, Tyne side) % is .. 508 
Mr. Beale (Ayrshire, N.) .. . os Pr i 3 Sa 
Mr. Lupton ; at a Sleaford) ve ‘5 a 513 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) oe: be Rt ae oe .. 516 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ea “ - - — ia << oe 
Mr. Verney (Bucks., N.) — .. 521 
) 


The President of the Local Governme nt Boa mY (Mr. Jokn Burns, Batte ») — 52: 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 232; Noes, 19. (Division List No. 165.) 
Main Question put, and agrexd to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Bill committed to a Committee of the Whole House for Monday next.—(Mr. 
Wiiliam Lever.) 


Advertisement Regulation Bill.—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
considered. 


Amendment proposed— 


“*dn Clause 4, after the word ‘ fund,’ to insert the words ‘in the 
case of the City of London out of the consolidated rate of that City.” 
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In Clause 6, to leave out sub-section (1), and to insert the words, 
*(1) Within the City of London, the mayor, aldermen and commons of 
that City, in common council assembled, and within the county of London 
outside the City of London the London County Council.’ ”—(Sir F. 
Banbury.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Bill to be read the third time upon Friday, 14th June .. 


TELEGRAPH [ MonEy].—Committee to consider of authorising the issue, out of the 
Consolidated Fund, of sums for the purpose of the Telegraph Acts, 1863 to 
1906 (King’s Recommendation signified), upon Monday next.—(Mr. 
Herbert Lewis) Ne xe - n3 ae Ne ae a 


Penrith Urban District Council Bill.—Reported from the Police and Sanitary 
Committee, with Amendments ; —— to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without Question put, pursuant 
to Standing Order No. 3. 
Adjourned at sixteen minutes after Five o’clock till Monday next. 


’ HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 13rx MAY, 1907. 
The Lord HowarpD DE WALDEN took the Oath. Si 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :—Boston Spa Gas; Burnley Corporation; Shanklin Gas; _ Bristol 
Corporation ; Brighouse Corporation. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Pasley Children Legitimisation Bill |#.1.].—Presented, and read 1* 


Cavehili and Whitewell Tramways Bill [x...]—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Promoters do not intend to proceed further with the 
Bill : Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded with 


Midland Railway Bill [u.1.]—The King’s consent signified; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments ie 23 


Coventry Corporation Water Bill [. - —— from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments : : oe an 


North British Railway Bill [x...].—The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments ‘ : 


North East London Railway Bill.—Read 2°, and committed for To-morrow 


Canal Tolls and Charges need anes wena ee heme 
Bill [u.t.]—Committed . 
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Great Northern and City Railway Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1"; and referred to the Examiners .. ; ; as - is 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 2) Bill 
[u.L.]; Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Surrey, etc.) 
Bill [u.1.].—Read 2* (according to order) a as a 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons, and read 1*; to be printed, and referred to the Examiners. (No. 


54) 
tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Epucation (SCOTLAND).—Code of regulations for continuation classes providing 
further instruction for those who have left school, 1907 


TRADE. ReEvports : ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 3777. United States (Marvland). Virginia, West Virginia, and Ken- 
tucky). 

No. 3778. Italy (Sicily). 

No. 3779. France (Corsica). 

No. 3780. France (Dunkirk). . 

No. 3781. Italy (Genoa) .. re je wt ee is * oe 


MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL Report AND Sratistics For 1906) (Part, I. 
District Sraristics).—Statistics of the persons employed, out-put, and 
accidents at inines and quarries in the United Kingdom, arranged according 
to the inspection districts 


Ratway AcciDENts.—Returns of accidents and casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several railway companies in the United Kingdom, 
during the three months ended 31st December, 1906 ; together with Reports 
of the inspecting officers, assistant inspecting officers, and sub-inspectors 
of the railway department to the Board of Trade upon certain accidents which 
were inquired into. Part II. Reports on accidents 


Evictions (IRELAND).—Return of evictions in Ireland for the quarter ended 
3lst March, 1907 


Inpia (Accounts AND Estimates, 1907-1908).—Explanatory memorandum 
by the Secretary of State for India 


AGRICULTURAL Sratistics (IRELAND).—Reports and tables relating to Irish 
migratory agricultural labourers, for the year 1906. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Lunacy.—Report to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made, the 
numbers of patients seen, and the number of miles travelled by the visitors 
of lunatics, pursuant to the Lunacy Act, 1890 from Ist October 1906, to 
31st March, 1907 


Post Orrick (ForREIGN AND CoLontAL ParceL Post) CoNSTANTINOPLE AND 
Smyrna To Eeypr anp Breyonp).—The Foreign and Colonial Parcel Post 
Amendment (No. 5) Warrant, 1907, dated 25th April, 1907... “ 
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Suop Hours Act, 1904 (Country or Lancasrer).—Order made by the council 
of the County of Lancaster, and confirmed by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, fixing the hours of closing for 
certain classes of shops within the Clayton-le-Moors, Oswaldtwistle, 
and Church Urban Districts .. ei, ee ai ae és + 


INDIA {FINANCE AND REVENUE Accounrts).—Finance and Revenue Accounts 
of the Government of India, for the year 1995-1906. 
(Home Accounts)—Home Accounts of the Government of India. 


(Progress and Condition)—Statement exhibiting the moral and 
material progress and condition of India during the year 1905-1906. 
Forty-second Number. 


(Estimate)—Kstimate of revenue and expenditure of the Government 
of India for the year 1906-1907, compared with the results of 1905-1906. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 
Hous or Lorps Rerorm. 


The Marque SS of Lansdowne 
The Lord Priv yf Seal (The Marque SS of Ripon) 


SarLors’ Norves. 
Lord Muskerry 


Moved to resolve, “* That in the opinion of this House His Majesty's 

Government should appoint a Committee to consider and reps ort as to 
feasible schemes, either by means of proxy voting or otherwise, which 
would tend towards removing disabilities of mariners in recording their 
votes.”—(Lord Muskerry.) 
The Earl of Granard we ia dis ty or ae 
Lord Ellenborough .. ae aie ie si ate is 
The Marquess of Lansdowne “s - aa cs 
Lord Muskerry 


On Question, Motion negatived. 
Suaar Beer [Npusrry. 
The Earl of Denbigh 
Lord Denman 


Viscount Ridley 
The Under-Secretary of State for Forei ign Affairs (Lord F itz maurice) 


Destructive Insects and Pests Bill [1.v.} —Bill read 3* (according to order). 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh 
Amendment moved— 
“ To insert as a schedule so much of the text of the Destructive 


Insects Act, 1877, as has not been repealed or varied by subsequent Acts 
of Parliament.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 
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The President of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries (Earl sesthiatsaie 562 Sta 
The Earl of Camperdown... . “ * ‘i . 563 
The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) ae ue ts Sti -- 563 
Earl Cawdor .. - ce i “ - = ms .. 564 : 
Bir 
Moved, That the debate be adjourned.—(The Earl of Camperdown.) °° "4B 
7 The Marquess of Ripon a es _ _ x a .. 564 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. - ‘s - " ss .. 564 
. , , Bi 
Motion for adjournment, by leave, withdrawn. 





An Amendment (Privilege) made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons, Sia 


Employment of Women Bill [#.1.}—Seconp Reapinc.—Order of the Day FF) | Lo 
tf. for the Second Reading read. 
Earl Beauchamp oe +e és ve - rT + .. 565 Me 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2".—(Earl Beauchamp.) { 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
To-morrow. 


Youse adjourned at a quarter past Six o’clock, till To-morrow, half-past 
Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. MONDAY, 137TH MAY, 1907, 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Private Biiis [Lorps] (StranpING ORDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one oi 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the : 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders, not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Tees Valley Water 
(Consolidation) Bill [Lords]; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage 
Board Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan Railway (Pension Fund) Bill [Lords] ; 
Sutton Coldfield Rectory Bill [Lords]; Kendal Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time. 


PRovisIonAL ORDERS BILLs (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 





applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Government Pro- U 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
Bill. § 

* Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow “is -. 566 


V 





“SS 


ee ae Vr Fe 


_—_ 


6b 








PIE ETE 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. xlix 
May 13.] Page 


Staveley Coal and Iron Company Bill [Lorps] ; Weston-super-Mare Grand 
Pier Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment. .. 566 


Birmingham Corporation Bill [Lorps]; Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet 
Railways and Piers Bill; Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways Billi 
[Lords]; West Yorkshire Tramways Bill [Lords].—As amended, con- 


sidered ; to be read the third time 566 

Birmingham Corporation Water Bill [Lorps]; King Edward’s Hospital 
Fund for London Bill [Lords]; Royal Bank of Scotland Bill [Lords] : 
Southend Water Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed .. a. Gee 

London and North Western Railway Bill.—Reported, with Amendments : 
Report to lie wpon the Table, and to be printed. . és zs re .. d67 

MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to :—Falmouth Gas Bill, 
without Amendment ; Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas Bill, with 
Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to authorise the union 
of the Methodist New Connexion, the Bible Christians, and the United 
Methodist Free Churches under the name of ‘ The United Methodist Church,’ 
to deal with real and personal property belonging to the said churches or 
denominations, to provide for the vesting of the said property in trust for 
the United Church so formed, land for the assimilation of the trusts thereof : 
and for other purposes.” [United Methodist Church Bill [ Lords]. 

Also, a Bill, intituled,“ An Act to authorise the Southport, Birkdale, 
and West Lancashire Water Board to purchase certain waterworks froin 
the Skelmersdale Urban District Council ; and for other purposes.” [South- 
port, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill { Lords. ] 

Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to make provision with reference to 
claims by policy holders and other persons against other companies or persons 
for compensation or payment in respect of injuries.” [Ocean Accident and 
Guarantee ( ‘orporation, Limited, Bill [Lords.] 

Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to authorise the construction of further 
waterworks and the taking of water from the River Bure for the purpose of 
affording increased supplies of water by the Great Yarmouth Waterworks 
Company and the Lowestoft Water and Gas Company, to confer further 
powers upon those companies with reference to their respective under- 
takings; and for other purposes” [Great Yarmouth Waterworks ard 
Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [ Lords. ] 

And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to incorporate the Selsey Water 
Company and to enable that Company to supply water in certain parishes in 
the county of Sussex.” [Selsey Water Bill][{Lords] .. - ‘a .. 967 


United Methodist Church Bill [Lorps]; Southport, Birkdale, and West 
Lancashire Water Board Bill [Lords]; Ocean Accident and Guarantee 
Corporation Bill [Lords]; Great Yarmouth Waterworks and Lowestoft 
Water and Gas Bill [Lords]; Selsey Water Bill [Lords].—Read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. «« ©6968 
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PETITIONS. 


EpvucaTIon (ADMINISTRATIVE Provisions) Brtt.—Petition from St. Marylebone, 
for alteration ;tolieuponthe Table... i s% ee ¥ es 


Epucation (SpeciaAL Reticious Instruction) Bitt.—Petition from St. Marvle- 
bone, against ;tolieuponthe Table... 


Liquor Trarric (LocaL Option) (ScoTLAND) Brtt.—Petition from Argyll, in 
favour ;tolieuponthe Table... - es 7 - i “ 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SisTER Bitt.—Petition from Tattingstone, 
against; to lie upon the Table be ae = ei im i 


Pus.ic Ricurs or Ways (No. 2) Bitt.—Petition from St. Marylebone, in favour 
to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF IntoxrcaTInG Ligvors oN SunpDAY.—Petition from Rhuddlan, for 
prohibition ; to lie upon the Table .. _ 5s sis po = 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East Inpria (Accounts AND ESTIMATES, 1907-8).—Copy presented, of Ex- 
planatorv Memorandum by the Secretary of State for India [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ae os - a cs - 


East Inpia (RatLways AND IRRIGATION Works).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 9th May; Mr. Robert Price]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 150] 


EXPERIMENTS ON Livinc ANrMALs.—Return presented, relative thereto [Ad- 
dress 9th May; Mr. Herbert Samuel|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 151] ie és ai = 


Evictions (IrELAND).—Copvy presented, of Return of the number of Evictions 
in Ireland for the quarter ended 31st March, 1907 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table - 6 ee . os 

AGRICULTURAL Statistics (IRELAND) (Migratory LapourErs).—Copy pre 
sented, of Report and Tables relating to Irish Migratory Agricultural and 
other Labourers for the vear 1906 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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T 


EpvcaTion (ScorLanp).—Copy presented, of Code of Regulations for Continua- 
tion Classes providing further instruction for those who have left school, 
1907 [by Command]; to le upon the Table 


Post OFFICE (FoREIGN AND CoLontAL ParceL Post).—Copy presented, of the 
Foreign and Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 5) Warrant, 1907, 
dated 25th April, 1907 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table be 

TraDE Reports (ANNUAL Series).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3780 and 3781 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table : ‘ 


RaiLway AccIDENTs.—Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents and Casualties 
as reported to the Board of Trade by the several Railway Companies in 
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the United Kingdom during the three months ended 31st December, 1906, 
together with Reports of the Inspecting Officers of the Railway Depart- 
ment to the Board of Trade upon certain Accidents which were inquired 

8 into [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. i ws re .. 569 


Dartriges, CowsHeps, AND MILKsHops (ReGULATIONS).—Return presented, 
8 relative thereto [ordered 28th February; Dr. Rutherford]; to lie upon 

the Table, and to be printed. [No. 152] 5 ~ .. 970 
8 QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


MANUFACTURED Goops IMporRTED FROM THE COLONIES.—Question, Mr. Ashley 
8 (Lancashire, Blackpool); Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George a5 = vo OO 


Custopy oF THomas SLEVIN, NoW IN RalNHILL ASYLUM.—Question, Mr. J. P. 
Ss | Farrell (Longford, N.); Answer, Mr. Gladstone a S ra .. 570 
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9 Faber (Hants, Andover); Answer, Mr. Haldane... is ae .- 972 
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Lanp Vatves (ScoTLanpD). 
The Lord- Advocate (Mr. Thomas Shaw, Hawick Burghs) .. va .. 646 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to provide for the ascertainment of land values in Scotland.’”’—(The 
Lord Advocate.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) ie 5a ste a .. 649 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate, Mr. Sinclair, and Mr. 
Solicitor-General for Scotland. 


Land Values (Scotland) Bill.—‘ To provide for the ascertainment of Land 
Values in Scotland,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Monday, 27th May, and to be printed. [Bill 
194.] 


Finance Bill.—Order for second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain (Worcestershire, E.) a ae sia .. 6d1 
Amendment proposed— 


“ To leave out all the words after the word * That,’ and at the end 
of the Question to add the words ‘in the opinion of this House, the 
financial needs of the country, as disclosed in the Budget statement 
of Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, require that the basis of taxation 
should be broadened, in order that the anomalies and hardships 
inseparable from the present high rate of particular taxes may be dimin- 
ished, the revenue necessary for the public service and for social reform 
raised with fairness to all classes of the community, and our fiscal system 
adapted to the present condition of national and Imperial trade.’””— 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


The President of the Board of Education (Mr. McKenna, Monmouth- 


shire, N.) a e ae of we bye Ms .. 665 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) .. Ni ee rg Be «> OF 
Mr. Barnes (Glasgow, Blackfriars) se 2 re Hs a3 OTT 
Mr. Bottomley (Hockney. S.) 6 : 5 is ae .. 683 
Mr. Lyttelton (St. George's, Hanover Sauare) .. a ig .. 690 
Mr. Lambton (Durham, S.E.) os i bes a 53 .. 695 
Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ob : me i A .. 699 


And, it being a quarter-past Fight of the clock, and there being Private ' 
Business set down by direction of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
under Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding was postponed without 
Question put. 
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Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill (By Oxprr).—As amended, considered. 


Mr. Ferens (Hull, E.) a seg $5 a ae Se oo CON 
Sir Seymour King (Hull, Central) ¥ a are i a 


Amendment proposed— 


“ In page 6, line 17, after the word ‘contained,’ to insert the words 
* Provided also that no allowance shall be made for compulsory sale, 
but the arbitrator, arbitrators, or umpire, who shall determine such price 
or consideration (in this section called ‘the court’), may make such 
allowance as they think just for recoupment of any loss of interest pend- 
ing reinvestment, as well as for the cost of reinvestment, and for cover- 
ing any costs, charges, and expenses (other than costs incurred in any ar- 
bitration under this Act), which have been, or are likely to be, incurred 
in consequence of the passing of this Act by the company or the stock- 
holders therein, and which ought, in the opinion of the:court, to be borne 
by the corporation.’ ”—(Mr. Ferens.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. Rawlinson (Cambridge University) 70S 
Mr. George Roberts (Norwich) is - 709 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) 709: 
Mr. Luke White (Yorkshire, E.R., Buckrose) 710° 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) ats ai is aK oe ‘ 710: 
Mr..J. W. Wilson (Wovcestershire, N.) .. es Ae ae i. “Te 
Mr. C. Nicholson (Yorkshire. W.R., Doncaster) es ahs ~o RE 
Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood) as aft - deg oe the 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. John Burns, Batter- “i 

ae on = é% co OES 


sea) 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Aves, 73 ; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 166.) 
Bill to be read the third time. 


Finance Bill.—Postponed Proceeding on Amendment to Question, “‘ That the 
Bill be now read a second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word * That,’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words ‘in the opinion of this House, the financial needs 
of the country, as disclosed in the Budget statement of Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, require that the basis of taxation should be broadened 
in order that the anomalies and hardships inseparable from the present 
high rate of particular taxes may be diminished, the revenue necessary 
for the public service and for social reform raised with fairness to all 
classes of the community, and our fiscal system adapted to the present 
condition of national and Imperial trade’’”—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain)—instead thereof, resumed. 


° 


Question again proposed. 
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Sir Edward Sassoon 


The Postmaster-General (Mr. Sydney Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 
Mr. Jesse Collings (Birmingham, Bordesley) . 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the debate be now adjourned ”—(Mr. 


Chiozza Money)—put, and agreed to. 
Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Adjourned at seven minutes after Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 14TH MAY, 1907. 
The Eart of LIVERPOOL sat first in Parliament after the death of his father. .. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 
Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil Junction Railway ; Great Yarmouth Port and 
Haven. 


Also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have been complied with.—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) 
[H.L.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill[H.1.]—Committed .. 


Marriages Provisional Order Bill ; Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill.—Reported, without Amendment, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow 


General Accident Fire and Life Assurance Corporation, Limited, Bill 
[H.L.]; Keswick Urban District Council (Water) Bill; Harrison’s Patent 
Bill [u.1.]; Maidstone Gas Bill; Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill 
[u.L.]; Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill Ux. mf ——— with 
Amendments , = S04 - - : : is 


London and North-Western Railway (Superannuation Fund) Bill; Ply- 
mouth and North Devon Direct Railway (Abandonment) Bill ; North East 
London Railway Bill.—Reported, without Amendment yy ‘ 


St. Neots Urban District Council Bill [u.1.]; Kensington Borough Council 
(Superannuation) Bill [x.1.] ; Tynemouth Corporation (Water) Bill [H.1.].— 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent tothe Commons .. ae bis = ee 


Staveley Coal and Iron Company Bill [1.1.]; Weston-super-Mare Grand Pier 
Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to ; ahi 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3782. United States (California, Nevada, and Utah, and the territory 
of Arizona) .. es os - “ - ws as be 


No. 3783. France (Caiais). 
Licht Rattways Act, 1896. 


I. Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and modified and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade authorising the construction of :—Light 
Railways in the borough of Mansfield and in the urban districts of Mansfield 
Woodhouse and of Sutton-in-the-Ashfield and in the rural district of Skegby, 
in the county of Nottingham, in extension of the Light Railways authorised 
by the Mansfield and District Light Railways Order, 1901, and for other pur- 
poses; A Light Railway in the West Riding of the County of York, from 
Sharow to Kirkby Malzeard ; Light Railways in the urban district of Llanelly 
and in the rural district of Llanelly, in the county of Carmarthen; Light 
Railways in the West Riding of the county of York, from Ackworth to Kirk 
Smeaton. 


II. Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and modified 
and confirmed by the Board of Trade amending :—The Dudley and District 
Light Railways Order, 1898, and the Dudley and District Light Railways 
(Extensions) Orde r, 1900 ; The Brackenhill Light Railway Orders of 1901 and 
1904; The Leicester and Distri ict Light Railways Order, 1904; The Roberts- 
bridge and Pevensey Light Railway Orders of 1900 and 1903... - ei 


MINES AND QUARRIES (Explosion av UrpeTH CoLLiery).—Report to the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department by J. B. Atkinson, M.Sc., one of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the circumstances attending an explosion 
which occurred at Urpeth Colliery, near Birtley, Durham, on 17th December, 
1906... a + ee 


Rartway Returns (PRELIMINARY STATEMENT).—Return relating to the rail- 
ways of the United Kingdom for the year 1906. Preliminary Statement 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table .. ne 
Po.tiine Districts (West Ripine or YoRKsHIiRE).—Order made by the Council 
of the West Riding of Yorkshire altering certain polling districts in the 


Sawerby, Barnsley, Doncaster, and Holmfirth Parliamentary Divisions. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) and ordered to lie on the 
Table + ‘8 se in i re = 


Factory and Workshops Bill [1.L.] (Seconp Reapine ].—Order of the Day ior 
the Second Reading read. 


Earl Beauchamp es Ee Re es xs ws 

Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(Harl Beauchamp.) 
The Lord Archbishop of ¢ epee oe ik i a os 
The Earl of Lytton .. oa Re sie és ss a 
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On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Bill read 2° accordingly, and committed to.a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday the 4th June next. 


Companies Bill [x.1.|—Report of Amendments received. 
Clause 11 :— 
The Earl of Granard at a ss me ree “ ae a 
Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 11, page 10, line 24, to leave out from the word ‘ com- 
pany, to the word ‘ provided ’ in line 26, and to insert the words, ‘ in 
like manner as the register of mortgages under section forty-three of 
the Companies Act, 1862, and the provisions of that section (including 
the penal provisions thereof) shall apply accordingly.’ ”°—(The Earl of 
Granard.) 
‘On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
‘Clause 17 :— 
Lord Avebury se oF re - .S aia eae 
Amendment moved— 


In Clause 17, page 12, line 9, after the word ‘ issued,’ to insert the 


the words ‘ or re-issued under this section.’ ”°—(Lord Avebury). 

The Earl of Granard 4 ne se ‘5 . 749 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Lord Avebury .. jG or Pe et 23 ea .. 7d0 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 17, page 12, line 13, after the word ‘ do,’ to insert the 
words * contained in such debentures or in any trust deeds securing the 
same.’ ”’—(Lord Avebury.) 

The Earl of Granard .. NG = st es : 750 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 17, page 12, line 13, after the word ‘ do,’ to insert the 
words ‘ and not being an obligation enforceable only by the person to 
whom the redeemed debentures were issued.’ ”—(T'he Earl of Granard.) 


‘On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Avebury .. ee Bis be Ki ve 750 
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Amendment moved— 


“ In Clause 17, page 12, line 22, to leave out from the word ‘ issued ’ 
to the end of Sub-section (1).”—(Lord Avebury.) 


‘On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Avebury .. _ ox ii re bi ‘a 5 oo 751 
749 Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 17, page 12, line 31, after the word ‘ have”’ to insert the 
words ‘whether before or after the passing of this Act.’ ’—(Lord 
Avebury.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Avebury .. se fe ai ta oes _ a «+ Fol 


Amendment moved— 


* In Clause 17, page 12, line 35, to leave out the words ‘ a current 
account,’ and to insert the words ‘ an advance.’ ”—(Lord Avebury.) 


= The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) ae a as sy wis 402 
749 
On Question, Amendment agreed to 
‘Consequential Amendments agreed to. 
Lord Avebury ne rar of ay ide = oe se tee 
749 Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 17, page 12, line 37, after the word ‘ credit,’ to insert the 
words, ‘ or cease to be in debit, nor shall other holders of debentures of 
bs. the same series or class or any subsequent encumbrances be entitled to 
50 treat payments into such account as in reduction of the amount for 
which the debentures in security may rank as against such other holders 
or subsequent encumbrances.’ ”—( Lord Avebury ) 


The Earl of Granard is as ee “i sts 3 as “soe 
Lord Alverstone ‘ A a - a a “i -- 153 
The Lord Chancellor ns a ‘< or as wie os (00 
” Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
753 


Lord Avebury e i oa - oe ee _ e's 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 17, page 12, after Sub-section (3) to insert the following 
new sub-section :—(4) *‘ The foregoing provisions shall mutatis mutandis 
apply and be deemed to have applied not only to debentures or debenture 
stock, issued as completed securities, but also to debentures or certifi- 
cates for debenture stock deposited or issued in blank with or without 
power to fill up the blanks, and to provisional certificates for debentures 
or debenture stock.’ ”’—(Lord Avebury.) 
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The Lord Chancellor .. oe wi os af: Ag Ae bs woe 
Lord Alverstone ae se * es a =e ae .. 154 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 17, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ Provided that 
nothing in this section shall prejudice the operation of any iudgment 
or order of a court of competent jurisdiction pronounced or made 
before the seventh day of March, one thousand nine hundred and 
seven, as between the parties to the proceedings in which the judgmen 
was pronounced or the order made, and any appeal from any suc! 
judgment or order shall be decided as if this Act had not been passed.’ 
—(Lord A vebury. ) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 17, at the end, to insert the words ‘ Provided also that 
nothing herein contained shall derogate from or prejudice any powet 
to issue debentures in the place of any debentures paid off or otherwise 
satisfied or extinguished reserved to a company by its debentures or thi 
securities of the same.’ ”’—(Lord Avebury.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 21. 
Lord Avebury o- oe ee .- .° oe oe -. (00 
Amendment proposed— 
“In Clause 21, page 14, line 23, after the word ‘ days,’ to insert 
the words * before the annual general meeting,’ and leave out the word 
‘by,’ and after the word ‘ company,’ to insert the words ‘ shall, at the 


expense of the nominator, send such notice,’ and after the word * share- 
holder’ to insert the words ‘and to the retiring auditors.’ ”°—(Lord 


Avebury.) 

The Earl of Granard i ak ee dis A ae .. 156 
Lord Alverstone 8 i i si a as - ss 180 
Lord Faber .. ie ae ce oe a = i -» 100 
Lord Avebury - = re 9 BA - re ss. 306 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


~I 
eT | 


Lord Avebury 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 21, page 14, line 32, after the word ‘ pounds’ to insert 
as a new sub-section :—‘ (6) Where in any prospectus issued by a 
company any person is named as the auditor, the said person shall, 
unless he resign the appointment, continue to be the auditor of the said 
company until the first annual general meeting succeeding the issue 
thereof.’ Lord Avebury.) 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 41:— 
Lord Avebury “ “a oe oe “ oe ee oe 
Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 41, page 20, lines 40 and 41, to leave out the words 
‘independently of the presence or votes of any shareholders of any 
other class.’ ”°—(Lord Avebury.) 


The Earl of Granard oe wis a at my we 
Jn Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


m=" © After Clause 46, to insert as a new clause: ‘ An extraordinary 
resolution for the purposes of the Companies Act, 1862, and this Act, 
means a resolution which is passed in such manner as would, if it had 
been confirmed by a subsequent meeting, have constituted a special 
resolution, and section fifty-three of the Companies Act, 1862, shall 
apply in the case of an extraordinary resolution in like manner as that 
section applies in the case of a special resolution, with the substitution 
of a reference to the date of the passing of the extraordinary resolution 
for the reference to the date of the confirmation of the special resolu- 
tion.” ”°—(The Earl of Granard.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 50:— 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. os or ee 7 aa + 


The Lord Chancellor re << fs 6 sé ais 
: Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. ea cr dis - ae 

The Chairman of the Committees (The Earl of Onslow) a2 

The Lord Privy Seal (The neg of — 

The Lord Chancellor 5 fe 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 


Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next, and to be printed as amended. (No. 
55.) 
Tur TerrirortaL ArMy. 
The Earl of Wemyss “5 se aa ee xe ee ae 
Matrimonial Causes Acts Amendment Bill [1.1.].—House in Committee 


(according to order): Bill reported without Amendment, and re-com- 
mitted to the Standing Committee “se $a a we 


Prize Courts Bill [#.1.]; Emptoymenr or Women Bit [#.1.].—House in 
Committee (according to order): Bills reported without Amendment: 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills to be read 3° To-morrow. . Sa 


VOL. CLXXIV. [Fourra Sertgs. | e 


Ixv 
Puge 


1 
or 
~ 


~l 
~ 


758 
759 
760 
760 
761 
761 
762 


762 


763 


763 








Ixvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 14. Page 
Municipal Representation Bill [1.1]. 
Moved, That the following Lords be named of the Select Committee— 
E. Hardwicke. 
E. Cathcart. 
E. Beauchamp. 
L. Colchester. 
L. Monteagle of Brandot.. 
L. Belper. 
L. Ampthih. 
L. Avebury. 
L. Haversham. 
L. Pirrie. 
L. Courtney of Penwith. 
L. Allendale. 
—(Lord Avebury.} 
‘The Marquess of Lansdown ae ° % os ne oc 408 
Lord Avebury a 7 is e es c sae Jc TO" 
On Question,’ Motion, as amended, agreed to, and the Lords following were 
_ named of the Select Committee— 
E. Hardwicke. 
E. Cathcart. 
E. Beauchamp. 
L. Colchester. 
L. Monteagle of Brandon. 
L. Belper. om 
L. Ampthill. 
{.. Avebury. 
L. Haversham. 
L. Courtney of Penwith. 
L. Allendale. 
; The Committee to meet on Thursday next, at half-past Three o’clock end 
to appoint their own Chairman. 
Qualification of Women (County and Borough Councils) Bill [x.1.)— 
A Bill to amend the law relating to the capacity of women to be elected 
and act as members of county or borough councils—was presented by The 
“ord President (E. Crewe); read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday, the 30th instax*. (No. 56.) - 5 ie is a. ae 


House adjourned at a quarter past Six o’clock, till To-morrow, 


half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 1l4raH MAY, 1907 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Central Railway Bill.—As amended, considered, a Clause aac u, 
Amendments made, Bill to be read the third time os a a ae 


Tyne — Bill itil (BY OrpDER).—Read a second time, and 
committed ‘ os ee ne es ais 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—Read a second time and committed 


Oregon Mortgage Company, Limited, Order Confirmation Bill.—‘‘ To 
confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, relating to the Oregon Mortgage Company, Limited,” 
presented by Mr. Sinclair, and ordered, under Section 7 of the Act, to be 
considered upon Thursday 3 2 ¥ $4 ies ° ee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill.-—‘* To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Evesham, Melton Mowbray, the Dewsbury Joint Hospital District, and the 
Mid Sussex Joint Water District,” presented by Dr. Macnamara ; supported 
by Mr. Burns; read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 195] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill.—‘‘ To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the 
borough of East Ham and urban districts of Barking Town and Ilford, and 
the borough of Sunderland,” presented by Dr. Macnamara; supported by 
Mr. Burns; read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. {Bill 196] 


Newquay and District Water Bill | Lorps].—Re ean -d, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed , ; re 


London United Tramways Bill.— Reported, with Amendments [Title 
amended]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. a vie 


Baines’ Name Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time .. ss Rr oe a - 


Borax Consolidated Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time ik 3 53 Bet ee oe 


Tees Conservancy Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed ; ; a “i 


MessaGE FroM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 


Page 
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extend the Destructive Insects Act, 1877, to all pests destructive to crops, 


trees, or bushes.” [Destructive Insects and Pests Bill [Lords]. , 


e 2 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to authorise the Urban District Council 
»  ofSt. Neot’s to acquire the undertaking of the St. Neot’s Water Company, and 
to supply water throughout their district and the neighbourhood thereof ; 

and for other purposes.” [St. Neot’s Urban District Council Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘ An Act to provide for the granting of superan- 
nuation allowances to the officers and servants of the Council of the royal 
borough of Kensington; and for other purposes.” [Kensington Borough 
Council (Superannuation) Bill [Lords]. 


And, also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act to authorise the Corporation of 
Tynemouth to construct additional works ; to borrow additional moneys ; 
and for other purposes.” [Tynemouth Corporation (Water) Bill [Lords] 


St. Neot’s Urban District Council Bill [Lorps]; Kensington Borough 
Council (Superannuation) Bill [Lords]; Tynemouth Corporation (Water) 
sill [Lords]..-Read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills - ct i= om es 





PETITIONS. 


Coat Mines (Eiaurt Hours) Bitt.—Petition from Aspatria, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table 


Epucation (ADMINISTRATIVE Provisions) BiLLt.—Petition from Fulham, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the ‘Table i 


Epvucation (ScorLbaND) Bitu.—Petitions for alteration: From Aberdour ; 
Dumfries ; and Wick and Pulteneytown ; to lie upon the Table 


EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGIOUS INsTRUCTION) BiLL.—Petition from Blackwell, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


EpvucaTIoN (SPECIAL RE.Icious Instruction) Bitt.—Petition from Fulham, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


HovsineG oF THE WoRKING CLasses, Erc., BiLt.—Petition from Falkirk, against ; 
to lie upon the Table “ es oe ia ‘ oe 


Liquor ‘'rarric (LOCAL Oprion) (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petitions in favour : From 
Assynt ; Candleriggs ; and, Kirkintilloch ; to lie upon the Table 

MarRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SisteR Biti.—Petitions against: From 
Barry ; and, Bishop’s Fonthill ; to lie upon the Table .. os 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost or MAINTENANCE).—Petitions for legislation: From 
Farnham ; Faversham ; Lewisham ; Longtown ; and, Romford ; to lie upon 
the Table .. ki 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CLypE Ports (VEssELS ENTERING, Erc.).—Return [Presented 10th May] to be 


printed. [No. 154] s . os és x oe < is 


Raitway Returns (PRELIMINARY STATEMENT).—Copy presented, of Return 
relating to the Railways-of the United Kingdom for the year 1906 (Pre- 
liminary Statement) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. ‘i ai 
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768 
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Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
amending the Robertsbridge and Pevensey Light Railway Orders of 1900 
and 1903 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table s is ss .. 768 


Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Rail- 
way Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the borough of Mansfield 
and in the urban districts of Mansfield Woodhouse and of Sutton-in-Ashfield 
and in the rural district of Skegby, in the county of Nottingham, in extension 
of the Light Railways authorised by the Mansfield and District Light Rail- 
ways Order, 1901,and for other purposes[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 768 





66 
Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
the Leicester and District Light Railways Order, 1904 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ‘ ‘ Sa x i. a is 





Be 768 
Light Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Rail- 
way Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the 
Brackenhill Light Railway Orders of 1901 and of 1904 [by C nner to lie 
upon the Table .. ; i 3 mi ‘ a .. 768 
Ligut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the West Riding of the 
county of York, from Ackworth to Kirk Smeaton [by Command]; to lie 
7 upon the Table ia as 


7 
768 


Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
7 Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the urban district of 
Llanelly and in the rural district of Llanelly, in the county of Carmarthen 


[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 769 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
amending the Dudley and District Light Railways Order, 1898, and the 
Dudley and District Light Railways (Extensions) Order, 1900 [by Com- 

( mand] ; to lie upon the Table a “é ‘* a - es 


bee | 


769 


Light Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the West Riding of the 
county of York, from Sharow to Kirkby Malzeard [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table es é we oe .< 

TrRaDE Reports (ANNUAL SerRIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3782 and 3783 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table .. ve me - aN he ies =e ee - 

MINEs AND QuaRRIES (ExPLosion at UrpETH CoLLieRy.)—Copy presented, ot 
Report to the Secretary of State for the Home Department by J. B. Atkin- 
son, Esquire, M.Sc., one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, on the circum- 
stances attending an Explosion which occurred at Urpeth Colliery, near 
Birtley, Durham, on 17th December, 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table as - - $4 - oe os os nd -. 769 
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Potuine Districts (West Ripine oF YorKSHIRE).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire altering certain Polling 
Districts in the Sowerby, Barnsley, Doncaster, and Holmfirth Parliamentary 
Divisions [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table = - te si os 0 

TaxEs AND Imposts.—Return ordered: “showing: (1) the Rates of Duties, 

Taxes, or Imports collected by Imperial officers; (2) the quantities or 

amounts taxed; (3) the gross receipts derived from each Duty; and (4) 

the net receipts and appropriations thereof in the year ending the 31st day 

of March, 1907; and (1) the aggregate gross receipts derived from all such 

Duties, Taxes, or Imposts under the principal heads of revenue; (2) the 

aggregate net receipts ; (3) the charges of collection ; and (4) the produce, 

after deducting these charges, in each of the ten years ending the 31st day of 

March, 1907; and notes to show any changes in the Taxes, Duties, and 

Imposts consequent upon the acceptance of the Budget proposals of 1907 

(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 253, of Session 1906).”— 


(Mr. Goddard) ‘ie £5 Y ss oe .. - ie « ¥10 
Crortrers Hotpines (ScotLanp) Acts.—Copy ordered “ of the Crofters Holdings 


Scotland) Acts, indicating the extensions and Amendments thereof proposed 
by the Small Landholders (Scotland) Bill.”,—(Mr. Sinclair) .. s re 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


DumBarTon SEwaGE PurIFICATION —Question, Mr. Robert Duncan (Lanark- 
shire, Govan); Answer, Mr Sinclair .. ie ch - a so te 


Irish Evictep Tenanrs—Case or THomAs WatsH —Question, Mr Flavin 


(Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell i71 
Lanp Purcuase Finance—Opportunity For Discusston.—Question, Mr. 
Ginnell (Westmeath, N.) ; Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. oo 4a 
LETTING oF Crown PropertyY—EMPLOYMENT OF LocaL AGENTS.—Question, 
Sir George Kekewich (Exeter); Answer, Mr. Runciman... + TW 
SaLe or Spirit Licences In Amritsar.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Derby- 
shire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Morley * _ si ss as 15 a8 
Irish Savines Bank Bustness.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton ‘3 23 i -" 7 os O40 
Irish Postar Bustness.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton .. 773 
SUGGESTED TRANSFER oF Irish PosraL Savincs BANK BusINess TO DUBLIN. 
—Question, Mr. Field; Avswer, Mr. Sydney Buxton 7 Je ae Gp 
Loss OF REGISTERED LETTERS ADDRESSED TO Spain.—Question, Mr. Henniker 
Heaton (Canterbury) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton .. $4 a vt «995 
OVERTIME OF DuBLIN TELEGRAPHISTS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton... és ms ¢ uri Tee 
METROPOLITAN RaiLway WHISTLEs.—Question, Mr. Stanger (Kensington, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George B a iF Ms. TAG 
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LocaL GOVERNMENT ELEcToRs IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Birrell af és a Pe a 


RESTRICTION OF OCEAN-FISHING RiGHTs oFF County DonEGAL.—Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Birrell ee a a : 


InisH Stone For IrtsH GOVERNMENT BuILpINGs.—Question, Mr. Swift Mac- 
Neill ; Answer, Mr. Runciman 


IrtsH Evicrep Tenants—Case or Francis GALLAGHER.—Question, Mr. Dolan 
(Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell fa 


> 


WHEREABOUTS OF BuRROWES, OF BuRROWES AND MAyNE.—Question, Mr. Cogan 


(Wicklow, E.); Answer, Mr. Birrell. .. oe 1. ws 
THE Irish Privy Councit.—Question, Mr. Ginnell; Answer Vr. Birrell 


THE Dunraven Devo.utTion ScHEME.—Question, wit ell; Answer, Mr. 
Birrell e oe 


THE Ir1sH CouNcIL—REVENUE OF THE EIGHT DEPARTMENTS TO BE ABSORBED.— 
Question, Mr. Ginnell ; Answer, Mr. Birrell . + a oP 


Irish Evictep TENANTS—Case oF Bryan GALVIN.—Question, Mr. Flavin ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell ae os ee ; 


Ir1sH Evictep TENANTS—CASE OF MICHAEL MULVIHILL.—Question, Mr. Flavin ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell oe S a os ar re en 


Irish Evictep TENANTS—CAsSE oF Mrs. Connor.—Question, Mr. Flavin; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell ~~ - ae Ae at ae ae ti 


FreE Grants TO ConGEesTED Districts BoarDs ror CoNSTRUCTION OF PiErs, 
Harpours, ETC.—Question, Mr. Fetherstonhaugh (Fermanagh, N.); 
Answer, Mr. Birrell a i He ae eh ade ~ 5 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
GREENWICH OBSERVATORY AND THE County CouncIL GENERATING STATION.— 


Question, Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool); Answer, The Secretary 
to the Admiralty (Mr. Edmund Robertson, Dundee) .. a 


SALE OF OBsoLETE War VESSEL*’.—Question, Mr Watt (Glasgow College) ; 
Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson ae me 


DockyaRD WRITERS.—Question, Mr. Bramsdon (Portsmouth), and Mr. Mallet 
(Plymouth) ; Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson Re ts ss . 


Roya. Scots Greys.—Question, Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, S.); Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, Haddington) .. i 4 


VoLUNTEER FIELD ARTILLERY.—Question, Captain Faber (Hants, Andover), 
and Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane... as re 


Unrest 1n Inp1a.—Question, Mr. O’Grady (Leeds, E.) ; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for India (Mr. Morley, Montrose Burghs) ne ee ang ie 
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THE ZamBeEst Fatis.—Questions, Mr. Essex (Gloucestershire, Cirencester), 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) and Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; 
Answers, The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Churchill, 
Manchester, N.W.).. _ o% i ie ay i. “ — 


Tue New Hesripes.—Questions, Major Anstruther-Gray (St. Andrew’s Burghs) 
Sir Gilbert Parker, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley), and Mr. T. L. 
Corbett (Down, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Churchill : ss 


St. HELENA.—Question, Major Anstruther-Gray ; Answer, Mr. Churchill 


British Empassy at TokIo—Mepicat OFrFricers.—Questions, Sir W. J. Collins 
(St. Pancras, W.), and Mr. Smeaton (Stirlingshire) ; Answers, The Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir Edward Grey, Northumberland, 
Berwick) .. 5 we és . 


SwEDEN AND Norway—Treaty NeEGorTIATIONs.—Question, Mr. Ashley ; 
Answer, Sir Edward Grey ie 


Tonkin RatLways.—Question, Sir F. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) ; Answer, 
Sir Edward Grey - ee 


Ecyprian MINIstryY OF JUSTICE.—Question, Mr. J. M. Robertson (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside) ; Answer, Sir Edward Grey 


British Consuts 1x Eeypt.—Questions, Mr. J. M. Robertson and Mr. C. E. 
Price (Edinburgh, Central) ; Answers, Sir Edward Grey 


Cairo Post Orricr.-——Question, Mr. J. M. Robertson; Answer, Sir Edward 
Grey 5s os oe of a ee 


ALIzN CRIMINALS.—Question, Captain Faber (Hants, Andover) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Gladstone, Leeds, W.).. 


Hovurs oF Work In Mines [nquiry.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone “s a * 


SoutH METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY AND THE LONDON MUNICIPAL Society.— 
Question, Mr. Wiles (Islington, S.); Answer, The President of the Board 


> 


of Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon Boroughs) 


REGISTRAR OF BirtHs AND Deatus.—Question, Mr. Bridgeman (Shropshire, 
Oswestry) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
John Burns, Battersea) .. ee re % - a a - 


West Ripine Hicuer Epucation Ratr.—Question, Mr. Clough (Yorks.,W.R., 
Skipton) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns... a 


Hone Kone Mai Service.—Question, Mr. Holt (Northumberland, Hexham) ; 
Answer, The Postmaster-General (Mr. Sydney Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar)... . Ks - - “ 


PUNISHMENT IN THE Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. O’Grady; Answer, Mr. 
Sydney Buxton .. i ne be ab ae - al 
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EDUCATION OF BoARDED-OUT PAUPER CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. Hart-Davies 


(Hackney, N.); Answer, The President of the Board of Education (Mr. 
McKenna, Monmouthshire, N.) . a Ss : : a 


HALSALL Cuariry.—Question, Sir G. Kekewich (Exeter) ; Answer, Mr. McKenna 
BoarRD OF EpucatTion.—Question, Mr. Clough ; Answer, Mr. McKenna.. 


DEFAULTING Epucation AUTHORITIES.—Question, Mr. Clough; Answer, Mr. 
McKenna .. a Me Be a3 ss iis ca a 


ScHooL Return ror WALEs.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas; Answer, Mr. 
McKenna 


Boy CLERKS IN THE CIVIL SeRvIcE.—¢ uestion, Sir George Kekewich ; Answer 
z i 5 ’ ? 
° ° - ° 
The Financial Secretary to the T reasury (Mr. Runciman, Dewsbury) 


Customs SErvicE.—Question, Mr. J. M. Roberston ; Answer, Mr. Runciman .. 


Hovse-Lertine 1x ScoTrLtanp.—Questions, Mr. R. Duncan (Lanarkshire, Govan) 
and Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) ; Answers, The Secretary 
for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) 


INVERNESS-SHIRE SANATORIUM.—Question, Mr. J. Dewar (Inverness) ; Answer, 
Mr. Sinclair =e ae a Ne as 


GRAZING Farms IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Bridgeman; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.)  .. oe a Bt 


SCOTLAND AND THE Irish Counct, Grant.—Question, Major Anstruther- 
Gray ; Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Sir 
| 5 seapball -Bannerm: an, Stirling Burghs) 3 ee re oe aE 


New South Wages AND Unimprovep Lanp VALvuEs.—Question, Mr. Wedg- 
wood (Newcastle-under-Lyme) ; Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


STaNDING CoMMITTEES.—Question:, Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) and Mr. 
T. W.. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


BusINEss OF THE House.—Question, Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) ; Answer, 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


STANDING ComMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL).—Mr. Stuart-WortLEY reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel ; That they had appointed Sir William Holland 
to act as Chairman of Standing Committee A, in the place of Sir Thomas 
Esmonde ; and Sir David Brynmor Jones to act as Chairman of Standing 
Committee B, in the place of Mr. J. W. Wilson. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


SeLEcTION (STanDING CommiTTEEs).—Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON reported 
from the Committee of Selection ; That they had discharged the following 
Members from Standing Committee A (in respect of the Notification of Births 
Bill); Mr. Secretary Gladstone and Mr. Herbert Samuel; and had 
appointed in substitution (in respect of the Notification of Births Bill) : Mr. 
Burns and Dr. Macnamara. 
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Sir Wiit1aM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Committee A the following fifteen 
Members (in respect of the Notification of Births Bill) :—Lord Robert 
Cecil, Mr. Lyttelton, Mr. Verney, Mr. Gulland, Mr. Masterman, Mr. 
Sherwell, Mr. Tennant, Dr. Cooper, Mr. Bridgeman, Mr. Holt, Mr. Duncan 
Schwann, Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, Mr. James Gibb, Mr. Charles MacVeigh, 
and Mr. Percy Barlow. 


Sir Witt1am Brampron Gurpon further reported from the Com- 
mittee ; That they had discharged the following Members from the Standing 
Committee B (in respect of the Butter and Margarine Bill) : Dr. Macnamara 
and Mr. Burns; and had appointed in substitution (in respect of the Butter 
and Margarine Bill): Mr. Solicitor-General for Scotland and Sir Edward 
Strachey. 


Sir WILLIAM Brampton GuRDON further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Committee B the following fifteen Members 
(in respect of the Butter and Margarine Bill) :—Viscount Morpeth, Mr. 
Hicks-Beach, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Hugh Barrie, Lord Willoughby d’Eresby, 
Mr. Lundon, Mr. Kilbride, Mr. Halpin, Mr. Jjames Stuart, Mr. Nuttall, 
Mr. Dalziel, Mr. Winfrey, Major M’Micking, Mr. Arthur Henderson, and 
Mr. A. H. Scott. 


Sir WiLL1AM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following Members from Standing Committee 
B (in respect of the Probation of Offenders (No. 2) Bill) : Mr. Burns and Dr. 
Macnamara ; and had appointed in substitution (in respect of the Probation 
of Offenders (No. 2) Bill: Mr. Secretary Gladstone and Dr. Macnamara. 


Sir Witt1am Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Ccmmittee B the following fourteen 
Members (in respect of the Probation of Offenders (No. 2) Bill): Mr. Cave, 
Mr. Pickersgill, Mr. Maclean, Mr. Leif Jones, Mr. Arthur Dewar, Mr. Sloan, 
Mr. Hall, Mr. Hogan, Mr. Thomas F. Smyth, Mr. Crooks, Mr. Mitchell- 
Thomson, Mr. Charles Corbett, Mr. Clough, and Major Dunne. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 


NEW BILLS. 


Diseases of Animals Act (1896) Amendment Bill —‘‘ To amend the Diseases 


of Animals Act, 1896, with regard to the importation of Canadian live cattle,” 
presented by Mr. Cairns ; supported by Mr. Hamar Greenwood, Mr. Robert 
Price, Mr. Baker, Mr. Halley Stewart, Mr. Maddison, Sir Gilbert Parker, 
Mr. Ramsay Macdonald, Mr. Arthur Henderson, Sir Frederick Cawley, 
Mr. Cross, and Mr. Crooks; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
4th June, and to be printed. [Bill 197] 


mported Watch-Cases Bill —“ To exempt from assay foreign watch-cases 


imported into the United Kingdom before the first day of July, nineteen 
hundred and seven,” presented by Mr. Kearley ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, 27th May, and to be printed. [Bill 198] 


Conveyancing Bill.—“ To amend the Conveyancing and Law of Property 


Act, 1881,” presented by Mr. Micklem ; supported by Sir Henry Kimber, 
Mr. Radford, Mr. Berridge, Mr. Cave, Sir Francis Lowe, Mr. Astbury, Mr. 
Whitehead, Mr. Bertram, and Mr. Napier ; to be read a second time upon 


Tuesday, 28th May, and to be printed. [Bill199] .. os se 
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Settled Land Bill.—‘“ To amend the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890,” 
presented by Mr. Micklem ; supported by Sir Henry Kimber, Mr. Radford, 
Mr. Berridge, Mr. Cave, Sir Francis Lows, Mr. Astbury, Mr. Whitehead, 
Mr. Bertram, and Mr. Napier ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 28th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 200] .. 7 = i = .. dut 
Married Women’s Property Bill —“‘ To amend the Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882,” presented by Mr. Micklem ; supported by Sir Henry 
Kimber, Mr. Radford, Mr. Berridge, Mr. Cave, Sir Francis Lowe, Mr. Astbury. 
Mr. Whitehead, Mr. Bertram, and Mr. Napier; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 28th May, and to be printed. [Bill 201] .. 804 
Evidence (Colonial Statutes) Bill.—‘‘ To facilitate the admission in Evidence 
of Statutes passed by the Legislatures of British Possessions and Protector- 
ates, including Cyprus,” presented by Mr. Churchill ; to be read a second time 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 202] 805 
Board of Education Scheme (Hulme Trust Estates Educational) Con- 
firmation Bill.—“ To confirm a scheme approved and certified by the 
Board of Education under the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853, relating to 
the Hulme Trust Estates (Educational),” presented by Mr. McKenna ; sup- 
ported by Mr. Lough, Mr. Bright, Sir Charles Schwann, Mr. Talbot, and 
Mr. Toulmin ; to be read a second time upon Friday, 24th May, and to be 
printed, [Bill 203] i? a rr ere ee 
Finance Bill.—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment 
to Question [13th May] ‘* That the Bill be now read a second time.” ; 
Which Amendment was— 
‘To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words ‘ in the opinion of this House, the financial needs 
of the country, as disclosed in the Budget statement of Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, require that the basis of taxation should be Seah ned, 
in order that the anomalies and hardships inseparable from the present 
()2 ; high rate of particular taxes may be diminished, the revenue necessary 
for the public service and for social reform raised with fairness to all 
classes of the community, and our fiscal system adapted to the present 
condition of national and imperial trade’ ”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain) 
—instead thereof. 
Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the ‘: 
Mr. Chiozza-Meney (Paddington, N.) es “ i és .. 805 
M4 Mr. Lane-Fox (Yorkshire, W.R., Barkston Ash) .. - a .. 818 
Mr. J. Ramsey Macdonald (Leicester) .. 25 <4 os .. 822 
Mr. Mallet (Plymouth) , - re “a ee .. 830 
Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) . ms ae ote zie .- 834 
4 The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fifeshire, F.) .. 847 
Mr. Bridgeman (Shropshire, Oswestry) .. a Sea a .. 856 
Mr. Mond (Chester) .. : sé sf os = Je Sao 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson tEenonshir e LN. W.).. ae a, as .- 865 
Mr. Rendall (Gloucestershire, Thor nbury) a! — fe Er .. 869 
Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow)... sf ae bn a of) Sal 
4 Mr. Toulmin (Bury, Lancashire) .. yr Ag re: ne -. ' 876 
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Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) .. 

Mr. Harwood (Bolton) . 

Mr. Bonar Law (Camberwell, Dulwich) 

The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Runciman, Dew sbury) 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 376 ; Noes, 108. (Division List No. 167.) 
Main Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 304; Noes, 54. (Division List No. 168.) 


Bill read a second time, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
for To-morrow. 


Public Health Bill.—Read a second time, and committed to a Standing 
Committee .. 2 ; - ri oe F - a 


Limirep PartNersuips [Stamp Duty].—Committee to consider of authorising 
the imposition of an ad valorem Stamp Duty oncontributions by limited 
partners in pursuance of any Act of the present Session to establish Limited 
Partnerships (King’s Recommendation — signified), To-morrow.—(Mr. 


Whiteley.) 


And, it being after half-past Eleven of the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the 
House without Question put, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Adjourned at four minutes before Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, 1l5rx MAY, 1907. 
The Viscount GoscHEN sat first in Parliament after the death of his father 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Worthing Gas Bill.—Read 2", and committed. The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection - Tr a - : 


Burnley Corporation Bill; Shanklin Gas Bill; Bristol Corporation Bill ; 
Brighouse Corporation Bill; Pasley Children Legitimisation Bill [#.1.].— 
Read 2°, and committed .. 


Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven Construction and Working Com- 
pany, Limited, Bill [1.1.].—Read ms Amendments made ; Bill passed, 


and sent to the Commons .. 


Atron Minirary Hospirat.—Moved, that the order made on the 20th March 
last “ That this House will not receive any petition for a Private Bill later 
than Thursday, the 2nd day of May next, ” be dispensed with, and that 
leave be given to the right hon. Sir William Purdie Treloar, Knight, Lord 
Mayor of the City of London, to present a petition praying for leave to 
introduce a Bill “ to enable the Alton Military Hospital to be utilised for the 
purposes of a cripples’ college,” agreed to. Petition, together with a copy 
of the proposed Bill annexed thereto, read, and referred to the Examiners . 
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86 PRIVATE AND PRovISIONAL ORDER CoNFIRMATION BiLts—Ordered, That Stand- 

88 Orders Nos. 92 and 93 be suspended ; and that the time for depositing 

93 petitions praying to be heard against Private and Provisional Order Confir- 

(06 mation Bills, also the time for depositing Documents relating to any Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, which 
would otherwise expire during the adjournment of the House at W hitsuntide, 
be extended to the first day « on which the House shall sit after the Recess 

Marriages Provisional Order Bill ; Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill.—House in Committee (according to order) ; Bills reported without 
Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills to be read 3* 
To-morrow .. ws es “ wa at ws ee - -. 921 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, ‘ 

49 

CoMPENSATION FoR InpustTRIAL DisEAsEs.—Report of the Departmental 
Committee on Compensation for Industrial Diseases ; Report, minutes of 
evidence and appendices. . - ae - en - as «- 922 

20) 

TRADE Reports, ANNUAL SERIES. ee agi 
No. 3784. United States (Hawaii). 

No. 3785. Greece (Trade, etc., of Pirseus and district). 
No. 3786. Greece (Corfu, Cephalonia, and Zante). 
No. 3787. Roumania .. > - 4 - es oe ~- 922 

FisHERIES (SCOTLAND).—Twenty-fifth Annual Report of the Fishery Board 
for Scdtland, being for the year 1906. Part I. General Report. 

41 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table... ~- 922 

Employment of Women Bill [u.1.]; Prize Courts Bill [#. neatreer 3° 

| (according to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons .. ,.. «+ 2. 922 

NATURALISATION. 

I 

Earl Russell ee ee ee oe ee ee 922 
The Lord Chancellor (Lord ‘Loreburn) ie si ~ an .- 924 

l 

Business OF THE House. 

Lord James of Hereford .. “é $a -- 925 
The Lord President of the Council (The Earl of of Crewe - - -- 925 
The Earl of Halsbury die ; ss - «- 925 
House adjourned at a quarter before Five o'clock, till To-morrow, 
| half-past Ten o’clock. a Y 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY. 15ruH MAY, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill ; Leeds Corporation Bill ; London 
County Council (Money) Bill. Manchester Ship Canal (Bridgewater Canal) 
Bill ! Lords].—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time ; 


Private Biiis, erc.—Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 128, and 230 be 
suspended, and that the time for depositing Petitions and Memorials against 
Private Bills, or against any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Pro 
visional Certificate, and for depositing duplicates of any Documents relating 
to any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Provisional Certificate, also 
for depositing at the Private Bill Office all Documents relating to any Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, be extended 
to the first day on which the House shall sit after the Recess. —(The Chair- 
man of Ways and Means)... = re .¢ ns ws c4 


MEssAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a 1.11). 1./::uled, “ An Act to 
regulate and facilitate the increase of the capitalfoi the »imon-Carves Bye- 
Product Coke Oven Construction and Working Company, Limited ; and 
for other purposes.” [Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven Construction 
and Working Company, Limited, Bill [Lords]. 


Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven Construction and Working 
Company, Limited, Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. es r = oi 


PETITIONS. 
Coat Mines (Eicut Hours) Bitt.—Petition from Wombwell Main, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table... ai si ba ie 


Epucation (Scortanpb) Bitt.—Petition from Langholm, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table .. is a i - 3 as ee ee 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wirr’s Sister Biti.—Petitions against: From 
Bristol ; Edgbaston ; Enfield; Prestbury ; and, Wortham; to lie upon the 
Table 


Municipa MiLk Depots Bitt.—Petition from Wandsworth, against ; to lie upon 
the Table .. = oe es 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost or MAINTENANCE).—Petition from Wem, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Pus.ic Lipraries Bitt.—Petition from Wandswoh, against ; to lie upon the 
Table ie = ae eis i - ei - + 


WEEKLY Rest Day Biti.—Petition from London, in tavou:; to lie upon -the 
Table ee ve _ ix ee oe a “iy oe és 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FisHERY Boarp (ScoTLAND).—Copy presented, of Twenty-fifth Annual Report of 
the Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the year 1906. Part I., General 
Report [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ i on a 


CoMPENSATION FoR InDUsTRIAL DisEAsEs.—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Departmental Committee on Compensation for Industrial Diseases. Re- 
port, Minutes of Evidence, and Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon the 
T: } ] > 

abie oe oe ee 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3784 to 3790 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table > 


Stnkina Funps.—Account presented, of the Commissioners for the reduction of 
the National Debt, showing the amount received and applied in the year 
ended 31st March, 1907, in respect of the Old and New Sinking Funds [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 155] cs me 

hes 

Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Temporary Laws, 
Register of Temporary Laws for the Second Session, Twenty-eighth Parlia- 
ment, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, pursuant to the 
Report of the Select Committee on Expiring Laws in session 1866; to be 
printed. [No. 156] 

Royat CoLLeGE or Paysictans.—Address for “ Return of the Memorandum of 

the Royal College of Physicians in May, 1905, on Plague.” —(Dr. Rutherford) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


InpIAN DistuRBANCES—LAND REVENUE SysTEM.—Question, Mr. ©. J. O’Don- 
nell (Newington, Walworth); Answer, Mr. Morley 


InpIAN BupGet—lIssuE or ExPLANATORY MEMORANDUM.—Question, Mr. Annan 
Bryce (Inverness Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Morley 


Progress oF InpIA—Darte or Pusiication oF BLur Book.—Question, Mr. 
Annan Bryce; Answer, Mr. Morley .. x rf ne oa 


OPENING uP oF TRADE Route FROM Nortu-East AssaAM TO SZE-CHUAN.— 
Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.); Answer, Mr. Morley “e 


Crews or H.MLS. “ Mars ” anp “ HanniBA.”—Question, Mr. Nield (Middlesex 
Ealing); Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson 


> 
CHATHAM AND SHEERNESS TorPEDO Boat FLoTILLA.—Question, Mr. Nield; 
Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson és “6 sis a oe ae 


Promotion or TELEGRAPHISTS AT EpINBURGH.—Question, Mr. A. Dewar 
(Edinburgh, 8.); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton ae is 


Hours or Lasour at Deprrorp Dockyarp.—Questions, Mr. Bowerman (Dept- 
ford); Answers, Mr. Edmund Robertson .. ais és ws da 
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SANITARY CONDITION OF Post Orrices IN THE CIty oF LoNDON.—Question, Mr. 
«=. Myer (Lambeth, N.); Answer, Mr. Gladstone me wa a ss 982 
a 


IrisH Soxtcirors’ Licence Dury.—Questions, Mr. O’Doherty (Donegal, N.), 
Mr. Kennedy (Cavan, W.); Answers, Mr. Asquith .. se Bs os 932 


Irish Counci, Bitt—Income or THE E1eut DepaRTMENTS.—Question, Mr. 
Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Birrell ee a ~é 88 


SALMoN FisHEeRtES IN ScorLAND—PuBLic AND Private Fisuinge RIGHts.— 
Question, Mr. Summerbell (Sunderland) ; Answer, Mr. Sinclair .. ~» 938 


Wuisky Fraups 1n IRELAND—ARREST OF THE SECRETARY O¥ D. E. WILLIAMS, 
LimireD.—Question, Mr. Haviland Burke (King’s County, Tullamore) ; 
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Answer, Mr. Asquith - ete os ; 934 
MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, 
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_ Answer, Mr. Birrell es - i - be om _ .. 936 
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(City of London) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell... - - is - -. 987 
Irish Councit—INcomMes OF DEPARTMENTS.—Question, Mr. George Clark 

(Belfast, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell Be Bi bs ms Jn SBt 


Irish Evicrep Tenanrs—Case or Mr. Timotruy O’CaLLAGHAN.—Question, 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell .. ne ae és .. 938 


TELEPHONE FROM TRALEE PoLice BARRACKS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell Ni oie > ss 7 i -is .. 939 


Irish CouNCIL—ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION AND SANCTION OF THE LorpD Likgv- 
TENANT.—Question, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley); Answer, Mr. 


Birrell a se o os =o bis as a ei . 939 


CessIoN OF Part OF SWAZILAND TO THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Alden 


(Middlesex, Tottenham) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill Ni ss Be 939 
REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE OF IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. 
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INCREASE ON Customs EsTIMATE DUE TO INCREASE OF SALARIES.—Question, 


Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman 


Post Orrice Savincs Bank—Unciatmep BaALANces.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton 


METROPOLITAN WATER BOARD AND THE TREATMENT OF THE STAFF.—Question, 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns 


PAYMENT OF VACCINATION OFFICERS.—Question, Sir William Bull (Hammer- 
smith); Answer, Mr. John Burns ‘ 


CONSTRUCTION OF WoORKHOUSES AND INFIRMARIES.—Question, Sir William 
Bull; Answer, Mr. John Burns .. : : 


CHARGES FOR CERTIFICATES OF BirTH.—Question, Mr. W. Johnson (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns 


Loca, GOVERNMENT Boarp MEssENGERS.—Question, Sir Samuel Scott (Maryle- 
bone, W.); Answer, Mr. John Burns 


Miptand Rattway—Runvina Enocines Tenper First.—Question, Sir F. 
Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George 


DIscIPLINE oF Customs OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
Mr. Asquith ae 


Irish Lanp Stock.—Question, Mr. Walker (Leicestershire, Melton); Answer, 
Mr. Asquith cA is ne 


ee ee es oe 


PayMENT OF INDIAN OFFICERS ON LEAVE IN ENGLAND.—Question, Sir Seymour 
King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Morley .. ats oe are 


Support oF MicuaEL Nou~an, AN Ex-Army Man.—Question, Mr. O’Shaugh- 
nessy (Lim erick, W.); Answer, Mr. Haldane .. ie a oi 


Minimum Starr at Woo.wicu.—Question, Viscount Helmsley (Yorks, N.R., 
Thirsk) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane .. 5s 


Pay AND Position oF Civit ENGINEERS, ARCHITECTS, ETC., ON ARMY STAFF.— 
Question, Mr. Godfrey Baring (Isle of Wight) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 


Pay oF SpeciaL RESERVISTS.—Question, Viscount Morpeth (Birmingham, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Haldane a 5 na ae ot BA a3 ° 
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Aron Mruirary Hosprrat.—Question, Mr. W. Nicholson (Hants, Petersfield) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) ee 


Prague IN Inpta.—Question, Dr. Rutherford (Middesex, Brentford); Answer, 
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UnempLoyep Funps.—Question, Captain Craig; Answer, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman He e es is “ss re ‘A es 


Unrest in Inp1a.—Question, Mr. C. J. O’Donnell (Newington, Walworth) ; 
Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


Biockinc Motions.—Questions, Dr. Rutherford, Mr. Rees (Montgomery 
Boroughs), and Mr. Moore ; Answers, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. rv 


SITTINGS OF THE Housr.—Question, Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) ; 
Answer, Sir H Campbell-Bannerman 


SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES).—Sir Brampton GuRDON reported from 
the Committee of Selection ; That they had discharged the following Member 
from Standing Committee B (in respect of the Probation of Offenders (No. 2) 
Bill) : Dr. Macnamara ; and had appointed in substitution (in respect of the 
Probation of Offenders (No. 2) Bill): Mr. Herbert Samuel. 


{eport to he upon the Table 
EDUCATION (POPULAR CONTROL). 
Tr. D. A, Thomas (Merthyr T ydvil) 


Motion made, and Question, “ That leave be given to bring in a Bill to 
amend the law relating to the management of public elementary 
schools not provided by the local education authority ”—(Mr. D. A. 
Thomas)—put, and agreed to 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. David Alfred Thomas, Mr. Abraham 
(Rhondda), Mr. Brace, Mr. David Davies, Mr. Samuel Evans, Colonel 
Herbert, Sir David Brynmor Jones, Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Wynford 
Philipps, Mr. Robinson, and Mr. Osmond Williams. 


Education (Popular Control) Bill.—‘ ‘To amend the law relating to the 
management of public elementary schools not provided by the local educa- 


tion authority,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, 28th May, and to be printed. [Bill 204.] 


Tit WHITSUNTIDE RECEss. 


Motion made, “ That the House at its rising on May 16th, do adjourn until 
Thursday, May 23rd.”—Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) F 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of De ek: 

Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) : 

Mr. Bennett (Oxfordshire, W oodstock) 

Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) 

Sir F. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 

Mr. Nolan (Louth, 8S.) ; 

Mr. George White (Norfolk, N. W.) ) 

Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) 

The Secretary of State for Foreign -_ (Sir Edw ard Grey, Northumber- 
land, Berwick) : : ka : 

Mr. Walsh (Lancashire, Ince) 
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Mr. Mackarness (Berkshire, Newbury) .. .. 1019 
The Under- Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Churchill, Man- 

chester, N.W.) .. af si a sa 202K 
Mr. Lyttelton (St. George's, Hanover Square) ror a ba .. 1024 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) .. i a ” - 3 .. 1026 
Mr. J. Ward (Stoke-on-Trent) ig = by = -- 1027 
Mr. Austen Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) si 1030 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the snail (Sir H, Campbell 

Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) " 1031 
Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ies a r - .. 1035 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, “‘ That this House at its rising To-morrow do adjourn until 
Thursday, the 23rd May.” —(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. ) 


HIGHER Epucation. 


Mr. Silcock (Somersetshire, Wells) Se 6 ar ae ~~» L057 
Mr. Adkins (Lancashire, Middleton) a ee as ae .. 1038 
Sir Philip Magnus (London University) .. 58 - me .. 1046 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) ie et = x «« 1050 
The President of the Board of Education (Mr. McKenna, Monmouth- 
shire, N.) ae he ee “ .. 1052 
Sir William Anson (Oxford U niversity) oe st oe ‘ci .. 1056 
Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, W.) _ oo ae bs te «« S001 
Mr. Butcher (Cambridge University) _ sis ae ah .. 1064 
Mr. Stuart (Sunderland) ps om se ss oa a .. 1066 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Limited Partnerships Bill.—Order for consideration, as amended (by the 
Standing Committee), read. 


Mr. Speaker .. ‘ is ie es a Ba - .. 1068 


Bill recommitted to the former Committee in respect of Clause II. 


Adjourned at eight minutes after Eleven o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 16rx MAY, 1907. 


The Lorp Bropricx (V. Midleton) sat first in Parliament after the death 
of his father .. = a - u a me .. 1069 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied 
with : Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders [H.1.], 
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Also the Certificate that no Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill: Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) [#.L.]. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table. . 1069 
Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Urban District Water Bill [1.v.].—Petition 

for additional provision ; of the Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Urban District 

Council, under their Common Seal, together with the proposed clause and 

Amendments annexed thereto ; read, and referred to the Examiners. . .. 1069 
Ashton-under-Lyne, Stalybridge, and Dukinfield (District) Waterworks 

Bill [1.1.].—Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 1069 
Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil Junction Railway Bill; Greet Yarmouth 

Port and Haven Bill ; Boston Spa Gas Bill.—Read 2*, and committed .. 1069 
North East London Railway Bill; London and North-Western Railway 

(Superannuation Fund) Bill; Plymouth and North Devon Direct Railway 

(Abandonment) Bill.—Read 3°, and passed 1069 
Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet Railways and Piers Bill; Kingston- 

upon-Hull Corporation Bill—Brought from the Commons, read 1%, and 

referred to the Examiners 1069 
Electric Lighting sieceaiaasl Orders mans ais Bill [et L.].—Read ii cord- 

ing to order) , . 1069 
Marriages Provisional Order Bill; Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 

Bill.—Read 3* (according to order), and passed ‘a oer .. 1069 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1907.—Published Proceedings and Précis of the 

Colonial Conference, 30th April to 14th May 1907... We a .. 1070 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 3788. Siam (Monthons of Saiburi and Puket). 

No. 3789. Argentine Republic (Buenos Ayres). 

No. 3790. Portugal (Beira) 107) 
Epas1.—Papers relating to the case of George Edalji 1070 
Mines (E1rcut Hour Day ror Miners).—Final Report of the Departmental 

Committee appointed to inquire into the sidahts economic effect of a 

limit of eight hours to the working day of coal miners ; Report, minutes 

of evidence, and appendices. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 1070 


Potuine Districts. 
(County of Durham). Order made by the council of the county of 
Durham altering certain polling districts in the South-eastern and Houghton- 
le-Spring Parliamentary Divisions. 
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(County of Lancaster). Order made by the council of the county 
of Lancaster re-dividing the Darwen Parliamentary Division into con- 


venient polling districts 1070 
SHop Hours Act, 1904 (BoroveH or Accrineton).—Orders made by the 
council of the borough of Accrington, and confirmed by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, fixing the hours of closing for certain 

classes of shops within the borough 1070 
Nava. Savings Banxs.—Account of deposits in Naval Savings Banks and 
the payments thereof, and of interest thereon, of all investments under 
the Naval Savings Banks Act, 1866, and the application of the interest 
or dividends accruing in respect thereof, and of the proceeds of any sale 
of any stocks, annuities, or securities during the financial year 1905-1906. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 

Table - Bs ™ * io bd - - fi sx 1070 


Companies Bill [1.u.].—Bill read 3* (according to order). 


The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) ao a6 ar ote « WA 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 12, line 34, after Subsection (3), to insert as a new 
subsection—(4) The re-issue of a debenture or the issue of another 
debenture in its place under this section, whether made before or 
after the passing of this Act, shall be treated as the issue of a new deben- 
ture for the purposes of stamp duty, but it shall not be so treated for 
the purpose of any provision limiting the amount or number of deben- 
tures to be issued.’ ”—(T'he Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Lord Chancellor ee é% ee i oie ot »« 1071 


Amendment moved— 


* After Clause 49 to insert as a new clause: ‘The Amendments 
specified in the Third Schedule to this Act, which relate to minor 
details, shall be made in the Companies Act.’ ”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 


“Clause 50, page 22, line 25, to leave out the word ‘ Third’ and 


to insert the word ‘ Fourth.—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


The Lord Chancellor me — sé e Se = -» 1072 
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Amendment proposed— 


In page 25, at end, to insert as a new schedule— 


THIRD SCHEDULE 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS OF COMPANIES ACTS. 





Enactment to be amended. Nature of Amendment. 





Companies Act, 1862 (25 & After the word ‘* stock’’ there shall be inserted the words “or 
26 Vict. c. 89), s. 2S. re-converted stock into shares.” 
After the word “conversion’’ there shall be inserted the words 
** or re-conversion.” 
After the word “converted” there shall be inserted the words 
“or the stock re-converted.” 


s. 32 - . - After the words ‘‘herein-before mentioned” there shall be 
inserted the words ‘‘or any part thereof.” 
After the word “sixpence ” there shall be inserted the words “or 
such less sum as the company may prescribe.” 
After the words “hundred words” there shall be inserted the 
words ‘‘ or fractional part thereof.” 


s. 143 - - At the beginning there shall be inserted the words “ Within one 
week after such meeting.” 
After the words ‘* the same was held ” there shall be inserted the 
words “ The registrar on receiving such return shall forthwith 
register it.” 


Comp unies Act, 1867 (80 & After the word ‘‘ paid” there shall be inserted the words “or (as 
31 Viet. ec. 131), s. 16. the case may be) the reduced amount, if any, which is to be 
deemed to have been paid.” 


Companies Act, 1879 (42 & For the words “in cases where no such increase of nominal 
$3 Vict. c. 76), s. 5. capital may be resolved upon”’ there shall be substituted the 
words ‘either in conjunction with or without any such increase 

of nominal capital.” 


oe a . - The whole section except the proviso to sub-section (5) to be 
repealed, 





(The Lord Chancellor). 


On (Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Bill passed and sent to the Commons. 


lus Union Jack Cius. 


Lord Rosmead “ r = a of a .. 1073 
Eari Beauchamp - eS “6 re = “gi “ .. i074 


Prohibition of Medical Practice by Companies Bill] u.1.]; Dental 
companies (Restrictions of Practice) Bill [H.L.].—The Lords following were 
named of the Select Committee :—V. Falkland, V. Knutsford, L. Hylton, 
L. Ludlow, . Colebrook: 


The Committee appoint their own Chairman .. a at a ee 


House adjourned at Twenty minutes before Five o’clock, to 
Tuesday, the 28th instant, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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The House met at a Quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas Bill. — Lords’ Amendments 


considered, and agreed to. . 


Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet Railways and Piers Bill (Kixc’s 
CONSENT SIGNIFIED). —Bill read the third time, and passe ‘ 


Folkestone, Sandgate, and’ Hythe Tramways Bill an OR Ds} —Read the 


third time, and passed, with Amendments 
Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill.—Reid the third time, and passed 


West Yorkshire we Bill bua —_— =" be read a third time upon 
Thursday next - ie ‘ sy 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill.—‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Norwich, and the 
counties of London and Middlesex,” presented by Dr. Macnamara ; supported 
by Mr. Burns; read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 205] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill.—‘‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Crediton, 
Portsmouth, and the Waltham Joint Hospital District,” presented by Dr. 
Macnamara ; supported by Mr. Burns; read the first time ; to be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
206] - Kg ics ; 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5 Bill). —“To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under The Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, re lating to Minehead and Dunster, Rhymney Valle °y 
(Gelligaer, Mynyddislwyn, and Bedwellty), and St. Albans and District,’ 
presented by Mr. Lloyd+George ; supported by Mr. Kearley ; read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 
be printed. [Bill 207] 


Armagh Urban District Council Bill—Reported from the Police and 
Sanitary Committee, with Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That the vy have agreed to Marriages Provisional 
Order Bill ; Metropolitan Police Provisional Order B ill ; North East London 
Railway Bill ; London and North-Western Railway (Superannuation Fund) 
Bill ; Plymouth and North Devon Direct Railway (Abandonment) Bill 
w ithout Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to repeal Section 57 
of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, and part of Section 7 of The Coal 
Mines Regulation Act, 1887, relating to the employment of women and 


children,” [Employment of Women Bill [Lords], 
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Also, a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act for amending the Law relating to the 
administration of oaths for the purpose of proceedings in Prize Courts.” 
[Prize Courts Bill [Lords}.]} 


And, also, a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to amend the Companies Acts, 
1862 to 1900.” [Companies Bill [Lords].] 


PETITIONS. 


ADVERTISEMENTS’ REGULATION BiLL.—Petition from St. Marylebone, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTIon (ScorLaNnbD) Briu.—-Petitions, for alteration : From Arbroath and 
Forfar ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFk’s SISTER BILL.—Petitions against: From 
Ardwick ; Kennington Park; Pimlico; Winchester; and Worthing; to 
lie upon the Table 


MunictpaL Mitk Depodrs Biii.—Petition from St. Marylebone against ; to 
lie upon the Table - ce i ‘7 es ‘a oz 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost or MAInNTENANCE).—Petitions for legislation : From 
Long Ashton ; and Plymouth ; to lie upon the Table .. 


PoLiIceE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BrLu.—Petition from Leith, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


SaLE or WuiskeyY Briu.—Petition from St. Marylebone, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table 


Trust InvestMENT Briitu.—Petition of the Law Society of the United Kingdom, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CasE or GeorGe Epaus1.—Copy presented, of Papers relating to the case of 
George Edalji [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. . 


Mines (Eraut Hour Day ror Mrners).—Copy presented, of Final Report of 
the Departmental Committee appointed to enquire into the probabie eco- 
nomic effect of a limit of Eight Hours to the working day of Coal Miners, 
together with Report, Minutes of Evidence, and Appendices [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table . 


Inspectors oF Mrnes.—Return Presented, relative thereto [Address 27th 
March ; Mr. Summerbell] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
157] ‘ “ - aie - . > a ne 

Potuine Districts (County or LANncasTER).—Copy presented, of Order made 
by the Council of the County of Lancaster, redividing the Darwen Parlia- 
mentary Division into convenient Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon 


the Table ee ee ee ee ¢ ** er te ve e* 
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Potiine Districts (County or DurHam).—Copy presented, of Order made 
by the Council of the County of Durham, altering certain Polling Districts 
in the South-Eastern and Houghton-le-Spring Parliamentary Divisions 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. . 

Suop Hours Act, 1904.—Copies presented, of Orders made by the Council of 
the Borough of Accrington, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, fixing the Hours of Closing for certa'n classes of Shops 
within the Borough [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. ‘is 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1907.—Copy presented, of Published Proceedings 
and Précis of the Colonial Conference, 30th April to 14th May, 1907 [by 
Command]: to lie upon the Table es 


Nava Savrnes Banxs.—Account presented, of Deposits in Naval Savings 
Banks, and the payments thereof, and the interest thereon, etc., during the 
financial year 1905-6 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 1581] .. ro A - is ss - ies _ oe 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS SECURITIES.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 10th April; Mr. Runciman]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 159] 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE AND FisHERTES.—Copy presented, of Annual Report 
of Proceedings under the Tithe Acts, Copyhold Act, 1894, Inclosure Acts 
and other Acts for the year 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TraDE Reports (ANNUAL Series).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Report, Annual Series, No. 3791 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ee os is és Fb Ks - 


RENTs AND ROYALTIES ARISING FROM MINES UNDER THE SEA.—Return ordered, 
** showing (1) the companies or persons in the county of Cumberland holding 
leases from the Crown to mine under the sea ; (2) the dates of such leases 
being made; (3) the rate of Rent or Rovalty paid under each lease ; and 
(4) the amount annually accruing to the Crown under each lease.” 
(Mr. George Roberts) 


STEAMSHIP SuBsipD1ES.—Return ordered, “ of all sums payable out of the Ex- 
chequer of the United Kingdom in the year 1906-7 in respect of Steamship 
Subsidies, showing: (a) the total amount of the Subsidies; (b) the pay- 
ments out of the Exchequer ; and (c) the dates at which the contracts pro- 
viding for the Subsidies begin and end, the services stipulated to be per- 
formed, and the revenue, if any, collected in connection with these services 
and either paid into the Exchequer or treated as an Appropriation-in-Aid.” 
—(Mr. Harold Coz.) 2 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SuGcEstED ReEMIssION OF SENTENCE ON STOKER Moopy.—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson 

EncuisH GoveRNMENT Departments Exercisinc Powers 1N [RELAND.— 
Question, Mr. George Clark (Belfast, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


DIsTRIBUTION OF UNTENANTED LAND ON THE Mount SHANNON EsTATE.— 
Question, Mr. O’Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrel!.. oe 
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Irish Grazing Farm Dispures.—Question, Captain Craig, Viscount Turnour ; 
Answer, Mr. Cherry 


KitmorE Demonstration.—Question, Captain Craig; Answer, Mr. Cherry 

ATHENRY DeMonstRATION.—Question, Captain Craig; Answer, Mr. Cherry 

GOVERNMENT LAND LEGISLATION.—Question, Mr. Maclean (Bath); Answer, 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbhell-Banner- 


man, Stirling Burghs) 


RETURNING OFFICERS FEEsS.—Question, Viscount Turnour; Answer, Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman 


Dr. SMartTT.—Question, Mr. H. Pearson (Suffolk, Eve) ; > Answer, Mr. Speaker. . 
SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES).—Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON reported 
from the Committee of Selection: That they had added the following 
Member to Standing Committee B (in respect of the Probation of Offenders 


(No. 2) Bill) : Sir Howard Vincent. 


Report to lie upon the Table... és ee - oe 


Post Office Sites Bill—Mr. Buxton, Mr. George Greenwood, and Mr. John 
Wilscn (Durham), nominated Members of the Select Committee on the 
Post Gffice Sites Bill—(Mr. Whiteley) te — Se ne a 


Companies Bill | Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 

Friday, 24th May, and to be printed. [Bill 208] os a 7 se 

SuppLy [97H ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

|Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair. ] 

Civit ServicEs AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1907-8. 
Crass I. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £348,700, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1908, for Rates and Contributions in lieu of 
Rates, etc., in respect of Government Property, and for Rates on Houses 
occupied by Representatives of Foreign Powers, and for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Rating of Government Property Department, and for 
a Contribution towards the Expenses of the London Fire Brigade.” 


Mr. Morton (Sutherland) .. S96 bs er od Ss its 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £348,600, 
be granted for the said Service.’—(Mr. Morton.) 
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Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis) .. Ke .. 1114 
Mr. J. D. White (Dumbartonshire) o« J 
Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) .. .. 1114 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Runciman, , Dew sbury) . 1115 
Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby) -_ “ee .. 1115 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London) os - ee .. 1116 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ea i ue ae “a . 1116 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Morton .. a - a oe ee ws oe . 1116 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Crass II. 
2. £39,400 to complete the sum for Exchequer and Audit Department. 
Mr. Morton .. “s ee os ns es si oe . 1116 
Vote agreed to. 
3. £41 to complete the sum for the Mint, including Coinage. 
Sir F. Banbury . si 1117 
Mr. Runciman af 1117 
Mr. Morton . 1118 
Mr. Leif Jones + EES 
Mr. Runciman 1119 
Vote agreed to. 
4. £8,153 to complete the sum for National Debt Office. 
Sir F. Banbury ots én ee ee ee a a oo DES 
Mr. Runciman sie is si oa a es oe -- 1120 
Vote agreed to. 
{EVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £608,700, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1908, for the salaries and expenses of the 
Customs Department.” 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) as a MG a, a os 1120 
Motion made and Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £608,600 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Sir Gilbert Parker.) 
Mr. Runeiman sé .. 1122 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hozton) ai ee -- 1123 
Mr. Watt (Glasgow, College) “a a ws oe - 1123 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 11 ; Noes, 91. (Division List No. 169.) 


Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, S.W.) : yo rm oa. SOL 
Mr. J. M. Robertson (Northumberland, Tyneside) . 5s a a .. 1133 
Sir F. Banbury oe i fe ie ar — oe .. 1134 
Mr. Hart-Davies (Hackney, N.) .. a ¥% ‘i ts .. 1135 
« Mr. Stewart (Greenock) - fe oe ats 6 eas »» 1135 
Viscount Turnour (Sussex, Horsham) oe Hs a? xe .. 1136 
Mr. William Rutherford = Ys ee sis Me A wo LEST 
Mr. Seaverns (Lambeth, Brixton) .. is a a a .. 1138 
Mr. Runciman oe be 5%, ss ne ‘a , .. 1139 
Lord Balcarres + ze - 2% - a .. Id 


Vote agreed to. 

6. Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum not exceeding 
£1,469,300, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
vear ending on the 31st day of March, 1908, for the salaries and ex- 
penses of the Inland Revenue Department.” 


Sir F. Banbury ea ais ma ac - i es .. 1142 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,449,300, be granted for the said Service.”—(Sir F. Banbury.) 


Mr. Morton .. ~ +e a re es ie ss .. 1143 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 10; Noes, 73. (Division List No. 170.) Pro 
Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Claude Hay... - i ii i o ‘vs .. 1143 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £1,469,200, be 
granted for the said service.”—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 7; Noes, 69. (Division List No. 171.) 


Original Question again proposed, 
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Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow ‘s ve oe oe oe .. 1146 
Mr. Runciman we ‘a os .- 1147 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Cuass VI. 


7. £373,400, to complete the sum for Superannuation and Retired Allow- 
ances. 


8. £368, to complete the sum for Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allow- 
ances. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £139, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1908, for Hospitals and Infirmaries, and certain 
Miscellaneous, Charitable, and other Allowances in Ireland, including 
sundry Grants in Aid.” 


Captain Craig (Down, E.) .. or x x as - .. 1148 


Notice taken that forty Members were not present ; Committee counted, 
and forty Members not being present, 


Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair. 


House counted, and forty Members not being present, the House was ad- 
journed at twenty-eight minutes after Seven of the clock. 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes after Seven o’clock till Thursday, 
23rd May. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 23rp MAY, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Brits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED wiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading there- 
of, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applic- 
able thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Great Yarmouth Water- 
works and Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [Lords]; United Methodist 
Church Bill [Lords]; Kensington Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill 
[Lords]; St. Neot’s Urban District Council Bill [Lords]; Simon-Carves : 
Bye-Product Coke Oven Construction and Working Company, Limited 


[ Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time ‘% Su - s« 2449 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BiLLs (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow 


ProvistonAL OrbDER Bits (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow 


Baines’ Name Bill [lorps.|—Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment oe - - 5 i se o YP és 


Lorps].—Read the third time, and passed, 





Birmingham ns Bill 
with Amendments.. ; 


Borax Consolidated Bill oe ps].—Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment —. cs as + bia oe ae 4 


Lancashire and Yorkshire weaieied Bill; Leeds Corporation Bill—Read 
the third time, and passed i a Es Sg a 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill — 
Consent signified).—Bill read the third time, and passed . 


Manchester Ship Canal (Bridgewater ean Bill [ aint —Read the 


third time, and passed, with Amendments 


King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Council Bill; London 
and North Western Railway Bill; London United Tramways Bill ; New- 
quay and District Water Bill [Lords]; Penrith Urban District Council 
Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Kendal Corporation Bill [Lorps]; Metropolitan Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed se a A 


Tees Valley Water (Consolidation) Bill [Lorps]; Western Valleys (Mon- 
mouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and com- 
mitted 


West Yorkshire Tramways Bill [Lorps] (sy Orper).—Read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments oe = SE = Ps 


Oregon Mortgage Company, Limited, Order Compensation Bill—Con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next $9 i 
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Epucation (ScoTLAND) Biti.—Petitions for alteration: From Blantyre; and, 
Inverurie ; to lie upon the Table .. 


ENGINES AND Borers (PERSONS IN CHARGE) BitL.—Petition from Halifax, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table j ‘ 


Liquor Trarric (LocaL Option) (ScorLanpD) Biti.—Petition from London, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 


ParocuiAL MEDICAL OFFICERS (SCOTLAND) Brii.—Petition from Dundee against ; 
to lie upon the Table 


PauPperR Lunatics (Cost oF MAINTENANCE).—Petition from South Shields, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table - i - ‘4 Es ‘a 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 


The following Papers, presented by Command of His Majesty during the 
Whitsuntide Recess, were delivered to the Librarian of the House 
of Commons during the Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of the 
14th August, 1896 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeriEs).—Copy of Diplomatic and Consular Reports, 
Annual Series, No. 3792 .. Pr 


Emicration.—Copy of Memorandum on the History and Functions of the 
Emigrants’ Information Office .. or ‘Ss fo Re ee - 


Epucation (ScotLanD).—Copy of Thirty-fourth Annual Report by the Account- 
ant for Scotland to the Scottish Education Department 


Autens Act, 1905.—Copy of Return of Alien Passengers brought to the United 
Kingdom from Ports in Europe or within the Mediterranean Sea during 
the three months ending 3lst March, 1907, together with the number of 
Expulsion Orders made during that period requiring Aliens to leave the 
United Kingdom 


CONGESTION IN IRELAND (Roya Commission).—Copy of Fourth Report of the 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire into and report upon the operation 
of the Acts dealing with Congestion in Ireland (Minutes of Evidence, taken 
in London, 14th to 23rd February, 1907, and Documents relating thereto) .. 


BoarD or Epucation.—Copy of List of Public Elementary Schools and Cer- 
tified Efficient Schools in England (excluding Monmouthshire) on Ist August, 
1906. 

Ordered, That the said Papers do lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented of Diplomatic and Con- 


sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3793 to 3799 [by Command] to lie upon 
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TRADE Reports (MisCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series. No. 660 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table ‘ 


Treaty Sertes (No. 13, 1907).—Copy presented of Treaty between the United 
Kingdom and Peru for the Mutual Surrender of Fugitive Criminals. Signed 
at Lima, 26th Japuary, 1904. (Ratifications exchanged at Lima, 30th 
November, 1906) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


West Inp1an Sucar Trape.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
Ist May ; Sir Edward Sassoon]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 
[No. 160] .. 


BoarD or AGRICULTURE AND FIsHERIES.—Copy presented, of Memorandum 
by the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries upon the Salmon and Freshwater 
Fisheries Bill, 1907 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Fre Funp (House or Lorps).—Account presented, of the Fee Fund of the 
House of Lords from 1st April, 1906 to 31st March 1907 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table .. - “ - - is i R 


Army.—Copy presented, of Statement showing the proposed Financial Control 
over the Expenditure connected with the Territorial Force [by Command | ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Lunacy (Scortanp).—Copy presented, of Forty-ninth Annual Report of 
the General Board of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Epucation (ScorLanD).—-Copy presented, of Report of the Committee of 
Council on Education in Scotland, with Appendix, 1906-7 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


ALKALI, Erc., Works ReGuLation Acts, 1881 AND 1892.—Copy presented, 
of Forty-third Annual Report on Alkali, etc., Works by the Chief Inspector, 
being for 1906 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Housr.-~Medway Con- 
servancy. Copy of Statement of Receipts and Expenditure of the Cone 
servators for the year ending 25th March, 1907 [by Act] 
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RemovaL or Scots Greys rrom EpInBpuRGH.—Question, Sir Samuel Scott 
(Marylebone, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 


CANADIAN TariFF.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington); Answer, Mr. 
Churchill 


Municipat Mitk Derots.—Question, Mr. Ridsdale (Brighton) ; Answer, Mr. 
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CONVEYANCE OF CATTLE—“ The Iverna.”’—Question, Mr. Patrick White (Meath, 
N.); Answer, Sir Edward Strachey... ey es ns i os AQ 


ADMIRALTY COMMITTEE ON ENGINEER Brancu oF Royat Navy—PvBLtica- 
TION OF Masority AND Minority Reports.—Question, Mr. Bonar Law 


(Camberwell, Dulwich) ; Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson .. 2% .. 1158 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Deputy LIEUTENANTS AND THE TERRITORIAL Forces.—Question, Sir F. Ban- 
bury (City of London) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Hal- 
dane, Haddington) ss Ms ae a x, oa -. 1159 


DISBANDED INFANTRY BATTALIONS—SUPERNUMERARY Masors.—Question, 
Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane. . su Ke .. 1159 
CAVALRY FOR ScorLanp.—Question, Colonel Harrison-Broadley (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Howdenshire) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 1159 


PIERSHILL BaRRAcKs.—Question, Colonel Harrison-Broadley ; Answer Mr. 


Haldane... 3h ds or r= ae re si ” .. 1160 
Bompay Porice.—Question, Mr. Laidlaw (Renfrewshire, E.); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Mr. Morley, Montrose Burghs) .. es . 
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1160 


West AFRICAN SHIPPING TRADE.—Questions, Mr. Wedgwood (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme); Answers, The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 
Churchill, Manchester, N.W.) .. a < “s os ee «« EVO! 

IMPERIAL CONFERENCE—ALL-BritisH Matt Service.—Question, Mr. Wedg- 
wood ; Answer, Mr. Churchill .. oe ay ah me a ~. 162 


REPORT ON THE IMPERIAL CONFERENCE.—Question, Colonel Harrison-Broadley ; 
Answer, ‘Mr. Churchill .. 9 = ue a ‘is - 1162 
OpruM FoR CHINESE COOLIEs IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Questions, Colonel Harrison- 
Broadley and Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answers, Mr. Churchill.. 1162 
Board oF TRADE ReEtTuRNS.—Question, Mr. Forster (Kent, Sevenoaks) ; 
Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Kearley, 


Devonport) xe < ‘5 rs 6s “a a .. 1163 


GeRMAN Mustin Imports.—Question, Colonel Harrison-Broadley ; Answer, 


Mr. Kearley i rr as < + es ‘es ee .. 1168 
SeconpDarRy ScHooits.—Question, Colonel Harrison-Broadley ; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Education (Mr. McKenna, Monmouthshire, N.).. 1164 


Unrrep States AND GeRMANY.—Question, Mr. Forster (Kent, Sevenoaks) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir Edward Grey, 


Northumberland, Berwick) re ate Ss ae 1164 
British SHippinc CLams aGarnst Russta.—Question, Sir J. Randles (Cum- 
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berland, Cockermouth) ; Answer, Sir Edward Grey .. Mic a. oe 








civ TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 23.) Page 
BANAGHER GRAZING Farm Dispute.—Question, Mr. Carlile (Herts, St. Albans) 
Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Cherry, Liverpool, Ex- ; 
change) oe * . 1165 


ALLOTMENTS AND SMALL Ho.prnes.—Question, Sir J. Randles; Answer, The 
Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 


man, Stirling Burghs) 1166 
Irtsh Counci, Brnu.—Question, Sir F. Banbury; Answer, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman she ss it 1166 
A Question or ProcepurE.—Question, Mr. Forster (Kent, Sevenoaks) ; 
Answer, Mr. Speaker .. 1166 
SeLection (Stanpinc ComMITTEES).—Sir WiLttAM Brampton GURDON re- 
ported from the Committee of Selection; That they had discharged the 
following Member from Standing Committee B (in respect of the Butter 
and Margarine Bill), Mr. Harwood, and had appointed in substitution, 
Mr. Duckworth (in respect of the Butter and Margarine Bill). 
Report to lie upon the Table. 
Supprty [10TH Attorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair.] 

Civi, SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstrIMaTEs, 1907-8 
Crass IT. 

1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£77,840, be granted to His Majesty to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1908, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, and of Royal Botanic Gardens, 

Kew, including certain Grants in Aid.” 
Mr. Courthope (Susser, Rye)... ne ee af os ae «. 1208 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That Item A (Salaries and Wages) 
be reduced by £100.”—(Mr. Courthope.) 

Mr. Rogers (Wiltshire, Devizes) ve ” a és 7 .. 1175 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London) .. oo i ‘4 a .. 1176 
Mr. Rees (Montaomery Boroughs) .. as ie im re o« HT 
Dr. Cooper (Southwark, Bermondsey) i i ie ais « MS 
Mr. Bowerman (Deptford) .. a = ae es Ss a» 1281 

; Mr. Jackson (Greenwich) ee an ais ae aid .. 1182 
Mr. Partington (Derbyshire, High Peak) e - = ea .. 1183 
Sir F. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) .. ats oe re .. 1184 
Mr. Everett (Suffolk, Woodbridge) .. De bs xfs ee .. 1186 
Mr. E. Gardner (Berkshire, Wokingham) .. ve si o .. 1186 
Mr. Beck (Cambridgeshire, Wisbech) = .. 1188 


The Treasurer of the Household (Sir Edward Strachey, Somersetshire, S.).. 1189 
Mr. Courthope ‘ s% i ‘“ ‘ + " »- 1202 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “‘ That the reduced sum of £77,740 be 
granted for the said service."*—(Dr. Cooper.) 


Mr. Carlile (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) .. 7 os ee .. 1203 
Dr. Cooper .. a + xe ee vs = . -- 1203 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Summerbell (Sunderland) ae ts si ei <a .. 1205 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That a sum not exceeding £77,340, 
be granted for the said service.”—(Mr. Summerbell.) 


Dr. Rutherford (Middlesex, Brentford) ss “if ae a .. 1205 


Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston) ~ AP ae = te .. 1206 
Mr. C. Duncan (Barrow-in-Furness)  .. ea S2 ova .. 1206 
Sir Edward Strachey .. re zs as 4 ~ “ss .. 1206 
Mr. Summerbell a ae we i af s ne .. 1208 
Mr. C. Duncan - ps és seg ie me ae .. 1209 
Mr. Carlile = a sa sf - ~ a .. 1209 


Mr. McCullum (Paisle Mae di “ - ss i .. 1211 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 21; Noes, 87. (Division List No. 172.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
Crass IIT. 
2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sui, nut exceeding 
£407,605, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 


vear ending on the 31st day of March, 1908, for the expenses of the 
prisons in England, Wales, and the Colonies.” 


Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, S.W.) =i i af Me sa. LBW 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £407,505, 

be granted for the said service.” —(Mr. Pickersgill.) 

Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) .. 2 ae a as - ~« LZEG 

Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) .. ee as E2EG 

The Secretary of State for the Home De — nt (Mr. Gladstone, Leeds, W.) 1218 

Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) . ; - ae + ; -. 1223 


Mr. Byles (Salford, N.) .. “is mn es - os -- 1225 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
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3. £127,105, to complete the sum for Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 
Great Britain. 
4. £24,128, to complete the sum for Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum. 


Resolutions [16th May] and Resolutions of this day to be reported upon 
Monday next ; Committee to sit again upon Monday next. 


Suprty [2np May]. 
Resolutions reported. 


Civi SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMATES, 1907-8. 


Cxass ITI. 


1. “ Thatasum, not exceeding £36,985, be granted to His Majesty, to com- 
8 ’ > fo) J . 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1908, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Commissioner of Police, the Police Courts, 
and the Metropolitan Police Establishment of Dublin.” 


Crass II. 

2. “ That a sum, not exceeding £24,568, be granted to His Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1908, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of Public Works in Ireland.” 

3. “That a sum, not exceeding £46,411, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the vear ending on the 31st day of March, 
1908, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Local Government Board in 
Treland ” 

Resolutions agreed to... te 7 - sis - ‘i ~« 1228 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, “* That this House do now adjourn ”—(Mr. 
Whiteley)—put, and agreed to ae x ee ae ms «» 1228 


Adjourned accordingly at half after Eight o’Clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 247TH MAY, 1907. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Sutton Coldfield Rectory Eill {Lorps] (sy OrpER).—Read a second time, 
and committed... Ey = 6 ais eA ae x se 1229 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 

9) Bill : Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill.—Read a second ~ 

time, and committed 1229 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2.)—Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland re- 
lating to Dublin, Portrush, and Fermoy, presented by Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland . 1229 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3).—Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland re- 
lating to the rural districts of Rathdown (No. 1), Monaghan, Balrothery, and 
Belfast, presented by Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland “s as .. 1229 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill and Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Ordered, 
That, in the case of the Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 
2) Bill and of the Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) 
Bill, Standing Order 1934 be suspended, and the Bills be read the first time. 
—(The Chairman of Ways and Means) 1229 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—“ To 
confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ire- 
land relating to Dublin, Portrush, and Fermoy,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 

a eS ee ke ee ge 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—‘ To con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to the rural districts of Rathdown (No. 1), Monaghan, Balrothery, 
and Belfast,” read the first time ; referred tothe Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 210] .. “ aa wis -- 1229 


PETITIONS. 


Epucation (ScoTLAND) BiLt.—Petitions for alteration: From Ferry Port-on- 
Craig ; Latheron ; and, Rathven ; to lie upon the Table 2 ee .. 1230 


{DUCATION (SpectAL Rexicious Instruction) Biti.—Petition of the county 
council of the West Riding of Yorkshire, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 1230 


Inrant Lire Protection Biti.—Petition from Ayr, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table vi i Bs an - is #3 - .. 1230 


Liquor Trarric (Locat Option) (ScoTLaND) BiLL.—Petitions in favour : From 
Fearn ; and, London ; to lie upon the Table... si a ti .. 1230 


MARRIAGE WITH A DecEASED Wire’s Sister BiILu.—Petition from Chale, 
against ; to lie upon the Table . 1230 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost oF MAINTENANCE).—Petition from Colchester, for legis- 
lation ; to lie upon the Table i a is - si wi -- 1230 


PROBATION OF OrreNDERS (No. 2) Bitu.—Petition from Ayr, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table... oa a se ‘s a = i .- 1230 
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SMALL LANDHOLDERS (ScoTLaND) BrLt.—Petition from Ayr, for alteration ; to WAR 
lie upon the Table se “ - a6 és ar ie -. 1230 

Utiapoot Free Cuurcu.—Petition from Ullapool, for further inquiry ; to lie Em} 
upon the Table .. iis se be ne re ie bn -- 1230 

WEEKLY Rest Day Biii.—Petition from London, in favour ; to lie upon the Syl 
Table ne sh és is os ae te ss a .. 1230 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TraDE (ForEIGN CounrriEs AND British PossEsstons).—Copy presented, of 
annual statement of the trade of the United Kingdom with foreign countries 
and British Possessions for 1906. Volume II. [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table .. - _ . - a ws _ oe .. 1230 


ENDOWED CuHarities (ELEMENTARY Epvucartion) (CoRNWALL).—Copy _pre- 
sented, of Report made to the Board of Education in the result of an in- 
quiry into endowments subject to the provisions of the Charitable Trusts 
Acts, 1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole or in part to purposes of 
elementary education in the county of Cornwall or in any part thereof [by 





Command]; to lie upon the Table oe os “e ‘a aie .. 1231 
Ir1sh Lanp Commission.—Copy presented, of Return of Advances made under 

The Irish Land Act, 1903, during the months of July and October, 1906 

[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. = ‘ is ak . 1231 
Crorters Hotpines (ScoTLanp) Acts.—Return presented, relative thereto 

[ordered, 14th May ; Mr. eaaittck to lie upon the Table, and to be — od. 

[No. 162] .. at . fs = es we ‘ .. 1231 
Lonpon County Councit.—Copy presented, of Returns relating to the Council 

up to 3lst March, 1907, with Estimate of Expenditure for the year ending 

31st March, 1908 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 

163] .. rr “ i vs % . - ~ ‘2 .. 1231 | 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 

Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3,800 to 3,803 [by icine to lie upon 

the Table .. . ; : 7 .. 1231 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
TAXIMETER CABs.—Question, Mr. Goddard Clarke (Camberwell, Peckham) ; 

Answer, Mr. Gladstone .. ae a Ae 3% ~ Se ~. 1232 


Cocoa Duties.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) ; Answer, Mr. Asquith 1232 


HartLey WintNey Scuoor.—Question, Sir A. Spicer (Hackney, Central) ; 


Answer, Mr. John Burns .. a Be a Ne ms ae .. 1233 
IMPORTS FROM GERMANY.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease; Answer, Mr. Lloyd- M 
George os is ““ a as ee be +. 2% .. 1234 


REVENUE PENALTIES OF OVER £50.— Question, Mr. Cleland (Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; 
Answer, Mr, Asquith Ps a ae fs a Le ais »- 31235 
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War Orrice Pensions—Case or Hugu Craic.—Question, Mr. W. Benn (Tower 
230 Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane - ne Be .. 1235 


Employment of Women Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a 


230 second time upon Friday next, and to be printed. [Bill 211] .. + .. 1235 
ah SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) [SALARIES. ] 
: Considered in Committee. 
{[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair.] 
(In the Committee.) 
230) Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That for carrying out the provisions 


of any Act of the present session to encourage the formation of Small 
Agricultural Holdings in Scotland, it is expedient to authorise—(i.) 
the payment, out of the Consolidated Fund, of the salaries of the 
chairman, and of each of the other members of the Land Court ; (ii.) 
the payment out of moneys provided by Parliament of—(a) the salaries 
and remuneration of the Agricultural Commissioners and other persons 
31 appointed or employed by them, and by the Land Court, and the ex- 
penses incurred by the Land Court and the Agricultural Commissioners 
in the execution of their duties ; (b) an annual sum not exceeding eighty- 
five thousand pounds for the use of the Agricultural Commissioners ; 
31 (c) compensation in certain cases to members and officers of the Crofters’ 
Commission.” —(Mr. Sinclair.) 





Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) .. és ws ‘a .. 1236 
3] Mr. Rawlinson (Cambridge University) .. ‘i bi ms .. 1242 
Mr. Harold Cox (Preston) .. ae os o« A944 
Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Abode Universities) ive ae ~» 1246 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London) .. Bea na ws ae .. 1247 
| Mr. Morton (Suther egg As i a me es ae «s 1250 
31 | Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.).. +a oa .. 1252 
; The Secretary for Scotland ( Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) a? a as 1250 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby (Lincolnshire, age As = .» 1262 
Mr. Abel Smith (Herts, Hertford) .. i in a <« Y263 
31 
The CHance.tor of the ExcHequer (Mr. Asquith, Fifeshire, E.) rose in his 
place, and claimed to move “ That the Question be now put.” 
Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 
32 The Committee divided :—Ayes, 115; Noes, 15. (Division List No. 173.) 
32 Question put accordingly. 
‘ The Committee divided :—Ayes, 118; Noes, 17. (Division List No. 174.) 
De 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next. 


34 Merchant Shipping (Tonnage Deduction for Propelling Power) Bill. 
—Order for the Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
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Sir F. Banbury (City of London) .. .. 1269 

The President of the Board of Trade 4 M s Hoyt George, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) cs : : . 1269 
Mr. Morton (Sutherland)  .. - sig 7 ag sie os 1210 


Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and committed to a Select Committee of nine 
Members, five to be nominated by the House and four by the Committee 
of Selection. 

Ordered, That all Petitions against the Bill presented four clear days before 
the meeting of the Committee be referred to the Committee ; that the 
petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their counsel, or agents be 


heard against the Bill, and counsel heard in support of the Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
Vaccination Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read », second 


time. 
Sir John Batty Tuke (Edinburgh and St. Andrews Universities) .. ». 1271 
Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston) . : 1274 


Amendment proposed-- 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day three months.’ ”—(Sir John Batty Tuke.) 


Question, proposed “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. John Burns, Battersea) 1275 


Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, S.W.) fe an ae .. 1284 
Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and « ute U niversities) vs i .. 1283 
Sir F. Banbury is 5 ae bil i 6 x -- 1286 


Question put. 

The House divided :— Ayes, 122, Noes, 14. (Division List No. 175.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and committed to a Standing Committee. 


Released Persons (Poor Law Relief) Bill 


The Under-Secretary of State for the Home ne deati (Mr. Herbert 
Samuel, Yorkshire, Cleveland) ite : as a? «> 229) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
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Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) as “a ee oe os oe 1292 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed to a Standing Committee. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn ”—(Mr. 
W hiteley)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at nine minutes before Five o’clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 27rH MAY, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of tne Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Bitis [Lorps] (StanpiInc OrDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable there- 
to, have been complied with, viz.: Southport, Birkdale, and West Lan- 
cashire Water Board Bill. [Lords.] 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second time oe 7 Aa os 1298 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
witH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable 
thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 12) Bill. Local Government Provisional Order (No. 13) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time to-morrow ra i. EIS 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 14) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time to-morrow ae os, 198 


King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Council Bill.—Read the 


third time, and passed 1293 


London and North Western reeme: Bill—Read the third time, and 
passed. [New Title] os a ; ae -- 1294 
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London United Tramways Bill.—Read the third time, and passed .. ce F298 


Newquay and District Water Bill [Lorps] (Prince or WaLEs’ Consent 
SIGNIFIED).—Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .» 1294 


Penrith Urban District Council Bill.—Read the third time, and passed .. 1294 


Middlesbrough ee, Bill U me —As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time : : F .. 1294 


Oregon Mortgage Company, Limited, Order nie Bill.—Read the 
third time, and passed .. . .. 1294 


PETITIONS. 


BuTrER AND MARGARINE Bitt.—Petition from Bermondsey, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table .. ss - ss ae bs a ‘a .. 1294 


MARRIAGE WITH DecreAsED WirFr’s Sister Bitt.—Petitions against: From 
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ton), Mr. Clough (Yorkshire, W.R., Skipton), Mr. J. Randles (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth), and Sir Francis Channing (Northamptonshire) ; Answers, 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell- 

Bannerman) ae 1334 

Tue InpIAN BupGEr.—Question, Sir Henry Cotton ; Answer, Sir H. Campbell- 

Bannerman is «» 1335 


BusINEss OF THE Hovse.—Question, Mr. Walter Long; Answer, Sir H. 


Campbell-Bannerman .. Hee es oy a - «- 1336 
BusINEss or THE House (SMALL Ho.LpiIncs AND ALLOTMENTS BILL). 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Proceedings on the introduc- 
tion of the Small Holdings and Allotments Bill, if under discussion 
when the Business is postponed, be resumed and proceeded with, 
though opposed, after the interruption of Business.” —(Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman.) 

The House divided :—Ayes, 249 ; Noes, 64. (Division List No. 176) -- 1336 


SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) [SALARIES]. 


Resolution reported: ‘ That, for carrying out the provisions of any Act of 
the present session to encourage the formation of Small Agricultural 
Holdings in Scotland, it is expedient to authorise—(i.) the payment, 
out of the Consolidated Fund, of the salaries of the chairman and of 
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ar of the other members of the Land Court; (ii.) the payment, out 
330 of moneys provided by Parliament, of (a) the salaries and remunera- 
tion of the Agricultural Commissioners and other persons appoiz:ted 
or employed by them and by the Land Court, and the expenses in- 
330 curred by the Land Court and the Agricultural Commissioners in the 
execution of their duties; (b) an annual sum not exceeding £85,099 
for the use of the Agricultural Commissioners ; (c) compensation in 
330 certain cases to members and officers of the Crofters Commission.” 
Resolution read a second time. 
33] 
Mr. Rawlinson (Cambridge University) .. 4 <a 1339 
331 Sir F. Banbury (City of London) .. es ae 1342 
Amendment proposed— 
Boe 
“In Paragraph 2 (a), line 7, after the word ‘ Commissioners,’ to 
msert the words ‘not exceeding three thousand pounds.’ ”°—(Mr. 
332 tawlinson.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
332 The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire)  .. 1343 
Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) im 1344 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson (Lanarkshire, N.W.) 1344 
so 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 57; Noes, 256. (Division List No. 177.) 
Mr. Rawlinson ‘x os .. L347 
Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Aberdeen U niversities) or = -. 1349 
34 
Amendment proposed— 
35 “In Paragraph 2 (a), line 10, at the end, to insert the words, 
* Provided that the expense in connection with the Land Court. shall 
not exceed £6,000 in any one year, and. ”—(Mr. Rawlinson.) 
36 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Sinclair .. ’ x we - és 1359 
Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, S. ) si ich ca a 1350 
Sir F. Banbury : 4 _ - a sie 1351 
Mr. Younger (Ayr Burghs) ne “a ne ee fe 1352 
Mr. J. F. Mason (Windsor .. ata om ue 1353 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson - se si os 1353 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) 1354 
36 Col. Kenyon-Slaney .. xia im 1355 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain (W orcestershire, E.) 1356 
The Chancellor of the a (Mr. Asquith. F ifeshire, E. ) 1358 
Capt. Craig (Down, E.) ° ‘ ; < “ 1359 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 79; Noes, 274. (Division List No. 178.) 
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Mr. Rawlinson Re sis - oe oe se ee .. 1363 
Sir F. Banbury ae 2 ie wa an _ -. 1365 


Amendment proposed— 
“In paragraph 2 (a), line 10, at the end, to insert the words 

‘ Provided that the expenses in connection with the Agricultural Com- 
missioners shall not exceed five thousand pounds.’”—(Mr. Raw- 
linson.) 

Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Sinclair .. ‘“ ss or ‘ a ‘- ‘i .. 1366 

The Prime Mrvister and First Lorp of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) rose in his place and claimed to move, 
“ That the Question be now put.” 

Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 273 ; Noes, 80. (Division List No. 179.) 

Question put accordingly, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 83 ; Noes, 275. (Division List No. 180.) 


Sir H. Camppett-BANNERMAN claimed “ That the main Question be now 
” 
put. 


Main Question put accordingly, “ That this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Aves, 275 ; Noes, 84. (Division List No, 181.) 
SmaLt Hoitpines anp ALLOTMENTS. 


The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale) i 7 Bg a's ie - oe cs ae SOU 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to amend the law relating to Small Holdings and Allotments.” —(Mr. 


Harcourt.) 1377 
Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, 8.) is ae =< va oP ~~ 1388 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) .. 7 re es .. 1396 
Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) seg Bs a Ne -» 1399 


Mr. Nicholls (Northamptonshire, N.) es ee Be .. 1406 


And, it being a quarter past Eight of the Clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
under Standing Order No. &, further Proceeding was postponed without 
Question put. 


London County Council (Electric Supply) Bill [By Order].—Order read, 
for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment to Question [9th May}, 
** Th:t the Bill be now read a second time,” 
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363 Which Amendment was— 
365 
‘To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Courthope.) 
Question again proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. J. Ward (Stoke-on-Trent) : ae 1497 
Sir Edwin Cornwall (Bethnal Green, N.E.) - a ne .. 1407 
Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston) so ia .. 1413 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of | Trade (Mr. Kearley, Devon- 
| ‘t) : oh ag ar ae : ie 1414 
66 | port) ; ee : ons 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and committed to a Committee of nine Members, 
five to be néminated by the House and four by the Committee of 
Selection.” —(Mr. Courthope.) 

Ordered, That a!l petitions already presented against the Bill be referred to 
the Committee ; that the petitioners praying to be heard by themselves 
their counsel, or agents, be heard against the Bill, and counsel be heard 
in support of the Bill. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 

Ordered, That five be the quorum.—(Mr. Courthope). 

Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee that if any power be 
conferred upon the London County Council to transfer or lease to any 
company, local authority, body, or person any of the powers, duties or 

liabilities entrusted to it by this Bill, the conditions upon which such 
power shall be exercised shall be embodied either in this or a subsequent 
Bill.”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
7] SMALL HotpincGs AND ALLOTMENTS. 
Postponed proceeding on Question, “That leave be given to bring in a Bill to 
i amend the Law relating to Small Holdings and Allotments,” resumed. 
Mr. Nicholls ee ee .- .. 1415 
Mr. Llewellyn W illiams (¢ ‘armarthen n District) a a ae .. 1419 
Mr. Jesse Collings (Birmingham, nee ae ot Pe .. 1421 
: Mr. Winfrey (Norfolk, S.W.) a ; as aie me .. 1428 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney ae i ‘i ~. 1437 
The Solicitor-General (Sir W. Robson, “South Shields s) as “i .. 1439 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby (Lancashire, Horncastle) Sa sl .. 1442 
Mr. Wedgwood (Newcastle-under-Lyme) .. sia sn - .. 1445 


Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) .. Shs "3 a is .. 1447 
Mr. J.D. White (Dumbartonshire) .. 5 svi ne a .. 1448 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Harcourt, Sir Henry Campbell-Banner- 
man, Mr. Burns, Sir Edward Strachey, Mr. Lambert, end Mr. Solicitor- 
General. 











exx TABLE OF CONTENTS 
May 28.| 
Small Holdings and Allotments Bill—‘“ To amend the Law relating to 
Small Holdings and Allotments,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 


212.] 


Municipal! Elections Bil! 2ead a second time, and committed to a Standing 
Committee : <i oe aie 


Public Rights of Way (No.2 — —Read a second time and committed to a 


St anding Committee ; es she 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House, without Question put, pur- 
suant to the Standing Order, 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 28TH MAY, 1907. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


The Lornp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders appli ‘able to the following Bills have been complied with :-——Gas 
and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) [H.L.] ; Tramways Orders Confirma- 
tion [u.L.]; Electric Lighting Provis how Order (No. 2) [H.L.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Order (No. 4) [4.1.]; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 4). 


Also the certificate that the Standing Orders have not been complied 
with in respect of the petition for the following Bill :—Alton Military 
Hospital. 


Also that the Standing Orders have not been complied with in respect of 
the petition for additional provision in the following Bill :—Broadstairs and 
St. Peter’ s Urban District Water [H.L.]. 


And also the certificates from the Examiners that the further Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :—Great 
Northern and City Railway. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table mS — ed — oo 


Harrison’s Patent Bill [1...]; General Accident Fire and Life Assurance Cor- 
poration, Limited, Bill [H.1.]; Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill 
[H.L.]; Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill [#.1.] ; North British Railway 
Baill [H.L.] ; wan ntry Corpor: ition Water Bill [H.L.], now Coventry Corpora- 
tion Bill [1.1.]; Midland Railway Bill [w.1.].—Read 3*, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 2) Bill 
[u.L.]; Education Boara Provisional Orders Confirmation (Surrey, etc.) Bil] 


[it.L.] : Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [H.L.].—Committed 
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Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill; Leeds Corporation Bill ; London 
County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill; King’s Norton and 
Northfield Urban District Council Bill ; London and North- Western Railway 
Bill ; London United Tramways Bill ; Penrith Urban District Council Bill.— 
Brought from the Commons, read 1*, and referred to the Examiners .. R 


Baines’ Name Bill [1.1.]; 


Borax Consolidated Bill [1.L.].—Returned from 
the Commons agreed to : 


Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways Bill [u.1.]; | Manchester 
Ship ¢ ‘anal (Bridgewater Canal) Bill [#.1.]; West Yorkshire Tramways Bill 
[H.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments: The 
said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Birmingham Corporation Bill [1.1.] ; Newquay and District Water Bill [H.L. }. 
—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ea a 


Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas Bill.— Returned from the Commons 


with the Amendments agreed to 


Oregon Mortgage Company, Limited, Order Confirmation Bill.—Brought 
from the Commons, read |*: to be printed; and (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Proc edure (Scotland) Act 1899), deemed to have been read 2°. 
(The Lord Hamilton of Dalzell), and re ported from the Committee. (No. 


D7.) 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following Papers, having 
been commanded to be presented to this House by His Majesty, had been so 
presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments, pursuant to Standing Order No. CXI., viz.— 


TrapDE Reporrs—I. ANNUAL SERIES. 


Page 


1449 


1450 


1450 


1450 


1450 


1450 





No. 3791. France (Cherbourg.) (17th May.) 

No. 3792. Russia. (Rostov-on-Don). (22nd May.) 

No. 3793. United States (States of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho). 
No. 3794. United States (New York). 

No. 3795. Italy (Finances). 

No. 3796. Germany. 

No. 3797. Russia. 

No. 3798. Turkey (Beirut and Coast of Syria). (23rd May.) 
No. 3799. Italy (Lombardy). (24th May.) 

No. 3800. China (Wuhu). 

No. 3801. China (Hankow). 

No, 3802. China (Nanking). % 

No. 3803. Japan (North Formosa). (25th May.) 
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II. MisceLLaNeous SERIEs. 
No. 660. Japanese Paper Mills. (23rd May.) 
BoarD oF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES. 


I. Annual Report of proceedings under the Tithe Acts, 1836 to 1891, the 
Copyhold Act, 1894, the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1899, the Agricultural 
Holdings Acts, 1883 to 1900, the Drainage and Improvement of Land 
Acts, the Universities and College Estates Acts, 1858 to 1898, the Glebe 
Lands Act, 1888, and certain other Acts, for the year 1906. (17th May.) 


II. Memorandum by the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries upon the 
Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Bill, 1907 (H.L. No. 24). (22nd May.) 


BoarpD OF EpUCATION. 


I. (List of Public Elementary Schools, England).—List of public elementary 
schools and certified efficient schools in England (excluding Monmouth- 
shire) on Ist August, 1906. (22nd May.) 


II. (County of Cornwall.—Endowed Charities (Elementary Education). 
Report made to the Board of Education in the result of an inquiry into 
endowments subject to the provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 
1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole or in part to purposes of elemen- 
tary education in the County of Cornwall, or in any part thereof. (24th 


May.) 


III. (Special Reports, Volume 17).—Special reports on educational sub- 
jects, Volume 17. Schools, public and private, in the North of Europe. 


IV. (Secondary Schools)—Summary of figures relating to state-aided 
secondary schools in England (excluding Wales and Monmouthshire), 
together with a memorandum on the management and character of 
those schools in respect of public control and freedom from denomina- 
tional restrictions. (25th May.) 


EpvucaTION (ScoOTLAND). 


I. Thirty-fourth Annual Report, by the Accountant for Scotland, to the 
Scottish Education Department. (22nd May.) 


II. Report of the Committee of Council on Education in Scotland, with 
Appendix (1906-1907). (24th May )) 


CONGESTION IN IRELAND (RoyaL Commission).—Fourth Report of the Com- 
missioners, with Appendix (Minutes of Evidence taken in London, 14th to 
23rd February, 1907, and documents relating thereto). (22nd May.) 


Autens Act, 1905.—Return of alien passengers brought to the United Kingdom 
from ports in Europe or within the Mediterranean Sea during the three months 
ended 31st March, 1906, together with the number of expulsion orders made 
during that period requiring aliens to lexve the United Kingdom. (22nd 
May.) 
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EmiGRATION.—Memorandum on the history and functions of the Emigrants’ 
Information Office. (22nd May.) 

Treaty Series, No. 13 (1907).—Treaty between the United Kingdom and Peru 
for the mutual surrender of fugitive criminals, signed at Lima, 26th January, 

1904 (ratifications exchanged at Lima, 30th November, 1996). (23rd 
May.) 

Lunacy (Scortanp )Act.—Forty-ninth Annual Report of the General Board 
of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland. (24th May). 

TRADE.—Annual statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with foreign 
countries and British Possessions, 1906, compared with the four preceding 
vears: Volume II. (Abstract and detailed tables of trade with each country 
and at each port) and miscellaneous tables. (24th May.) 

Army.—Additional Estimate of the cost of the Territorial Force (in continuation 
of [Cd. 3296]). (24th May.) 

WorKMEN’s ComPENSATION Act, 1906 (INDUSTRIAL DisEASES).—Order, dated 
22nd May, 1907, made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
in pursuance of Section 8 (6) of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, extending the provisions of the Act to certain industrial diseases. 
(25th May.) 

The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. ‘a ne ag .. 1450 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

NATIONAL GALLERY, [RELAND.—Report of the Director to the Board of Governors 
and Guardians for the year 1906 .. . 1453 

CotontaL ConFERENCE, 1907.—Minutes of Proceedings of the Colonial Confer- 
ence, 1907. 

Papers laid before the Colonial Conference, 1907 .. 1453 

TRADE Reports, ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 3804. Spain (Galicia, the Asturias, and Leon, 1906). 

No. 3805. France (Nantes, 1906) -. 1433 
National Portrair GALLery.—Fiftieth Annual Report of the Trustees of the 

National Portrait Gallery, 1906-1907 .. 1453 
Fisheries (IRELAND).—Report of the Department of Agriculture and Technical 

Instruction for Ireland on the Sea and Inland Fisheries of Ireland for 1905 ; 

Part II. Scientific Investigations . . 1453 
BANKING AND Ratiway Statistics (IRELAND).—December, 1906 1453 
Irish LAND ComMIss1on.—Returns of advances made under the Irish Land Act, 

1903—During the month of July, 1906. 

During the month of October, 1906. 
During the month of November, 1996 1453 
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Pann anp Loven Neacu Dratxace.—Report to the Lord-Lieutenant, by Mr. 

J. D. Bell, land valuer, appointed by Government to make certain valuations 
in connection with Sir Alexander Binnie’s Report on the Bann and Lough 
Neagh Drainage. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table - .. 1454 
»UPREME Court oF Jupicature Act, 1875.—Order in Council, dated 7th May, 


1907, amending the Order in Council of 28th July, 1893, relating to the 
Circuits of the Judges, and revoking the Order in Council of Ist March, 1907 


ME 





— 


{54 


Foreign Jurtspicrion Act, 1890.—Order in Council, dated 7th May, 1907, 
entitled “ The Persian Coast and Islands Order in Council, 1907” .. .. 454 f Me 


(REENWICH Hospitrat Acts, 1865 anv 1869.—Order in Council, dated 7th May, 
1907, sanctioning a further rearrangement of Greenwich Hospital Pensions 1454 


Extrapition Acts, 1870 ro 1906.—Order in Council, dated 7th May, 1907, 
for giving effect to a Treaty of Extradition between His Majesty and the 
President of the Republic of Peru 1454 

NAVAL AND MARINE Pay AnD Penstons Act, 1865.—Orders in Council, dated 
7th May, 1907, sanctioning—The extension of the system of repayment 
of cost of forwarding baggage to officers appointed from, or discharged to, 
half-pay. 


The repayment of expenses for subsistence to candidates for entry 
into His Majesty’s Navy, subject to certain conditions ive “< .. 1454 


Diseases OF ANIMALS Acts, 1894 ‘ro 1903.—Order dated 17th May, 1907, entitled 
the Glasgow Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 1907 .. ase os .. 1454 


Factory AND WorksHop.—(Homework)—Order made by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, dated 23rd May, 1907, applying to certain classes 
of work the provisions of Sections 107, 108, and 110 of the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, and revoking the Order of the 15th August, 1905. 


(Particulars of Piece Work Wages)—Two Orders made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, dated 23rd May, 1907, applying with 
modification the provisions of Section 116 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901, to non-textile factories and workshops in which certain classes 
of industries are carried on, and to out-workers employed in those industries 1454 


PatENts, Designs, AND TRADE Marxks.—T wenty-fourth Report of the Comp- Pri 
troller General of Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks, with Appendices, 
for the year 1906 

ALKALI, ETC., WorKS ReGuLation Acts, 1881 AND 1892.—Forty-third Annual 
Report on Alkali, ete., Works, by the Chief Inspector ; proceedings during 
the year 1906 Fv a 


Lonpon County Councit.—Return showing, up to 31st March, 1907 :— 

I. The amount of Consolidated Stock ; The application of the money 
raised by such stock; The sums carried to the Consolidated Loans Fund ; 
The application of the Consolidated Loans Fund; An estimate of the ex- Pre 
penditure of the Council for all purposes, for the year ending 3lst March, 


1908. 
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IJ. All moneys raised by the Metropolitan Board of Works and the 
Council since the passing of the Act for the purposes mentioned in the 
Act; Particulars in relation to every parish, district, union, or place in 
respect whereof a loan has been obtained from the Metropolitan Board 
of Works or the Council since the passing of the Act. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie oa the Table 1455 
Mepway ConservANcy.—Statement of receipts and expenditure by the conserva- 
tors of the River Medway, for the year ended 25th March, 1907 : Delivered 


(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. a ae > 14oa 


Merchant Shipping Acts Amendment Bill. | #.1.].—{Seconp Reaprc. JOrder 


of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Lord Ampthill - zs a “ ee i ea »- 1456 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2%.°—(Lord Ampthill.) 


Lord Muskerry als me ts mG aX sie es «> L457 
Lord Inverclyde oe oe oe oe oe oe oe .. 1458 
The Earl of Granard .. a et ie in 3 ee .. 1458 
Lord Ampthill Bia a ire ate acs ie at .. 1409 


On Question, Bill read 2°. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be referred to a Select Committec.”—(Lord Ampthill.) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five o'clock, till. To-morrow, 
Two o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 28rH MAY, 1907, 
The House met a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Brits [LorDs] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO NOT 
CoMPLIED witrH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the followin 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :—Selsey Water Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referrel to the Sclsxet Committee on 
Standing Orders .. ws ate ~ a ee ae 3 .. 1460 


ProvisIoNaAL OrDER Bitis (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
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Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Electric Lig!ting 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time to-morrow .. 


Great Yarmouth Waterworks and Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill 
[Lorps]; Kensington Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill [Lords] ; 
St. Neot’s Urban District Council Bill [Lords]; Simon-Carves Bye-Product 
Coke Oven Construction and Working Company, Limited, Bill [Lords].— 
Read a second time, and committed es - 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—Read 
a second time, and committed aA oe nie i ne : 


PETITIONS. 


EpvucaTion (ADMINISTRATIVE Provisions) BiLL.—Petition from Dewsbury, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


EpvucaTion (ScorLanp) Biit.—Petitions for alteration; From Dunnottar; 
Kilrenny ; Newburgh; Perth; and Rothes; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor TrarFric (Loca Option) (ScorLanD) Bitt.—Petition from Glasgow, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DeceaseD WiFr’s SIsTER Biti.—Petitions against; From 
Cambridge (three); Edmonton; Hammersmith; Harlow; Hornsey ; 
South Croydon ; Southsea ; and Tintagel ; to lie upon the Table 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost oF MAINTENANCE).—Petition from Merthyr Tydvil, 
for legislation ; to lie upon the Table 


SmaLL Hoitpines (ScorLand) Bitt.—Petition from Perth, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table 


VacctnaTIon Acts.—Petition from Eastbourne, for repeal; to lie upon the 
Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Factory AND WorkKsHop Acts (HoMEWoRK).—Copy presented, of Order made 
by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, dated 23rd May, 1907, 
applying to certain classes of work the provisions of Sections 107, 108, and 
110 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, and revoking the Order of the 
15th August, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table és ne : 


Factory AND WorKsHoP ACTS (PARTICULARS OF Piece Work WaGEs).—Copies 
presented, of Two Orders made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, dated 23rd May, 1907, applying with modifications the pro- 
visionsof Section 116 of The Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, to Non-Textile 
Factories and Workshops in which certain classes of industries are carried on, 
and to out-workers employed in those industries [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table - és bs “ es ee .* a oe ee 
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TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SER1Es).—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3804 and 3805 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ; ‘s - “s ra ia 


FisHERIES (IRELAND).—Copy presented of Report of the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction for Ireland on the Sea and Inland Fisheries 
of Ireland for 1905, Part II., Scientific Investigation [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table .. : 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND).—Copy presented of Report of the Director 
of the National Gallery of Ireland to the Board of Governors and Guardians 
for the year 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. 


{ENTS AND Roya.ties ARISING FROM Mines UnpeR THE SeEA.—Return pre- 
sented, relative thereto [ordered 16th May; Mr. George Roberts]; to lie 
upon the Table x ae 


DisEASES OF ANIMALS Acts, 1894 To 1903.—Copy presented, of an Order dated 
17th May, 1907, entitled the Glasgow Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 1907 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. a a a es es 


Extrapition Acts, 1870 to 1895.—Copy presented of Order in Council of 7th 
May, 1907, for giving effect to a Treaty of Extradition between His Majesty 
and the President of the Republic of Peru [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


ForEiGN Jurispiction Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 7th 
May, 1907, entitled the Persian Coast and Islands Order in Council, 1907 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. a ve we 


SupreME Court or Jupicature Act, 1875.—Copy presented, of Order in 
Council of 7th May, 1907, amending the Order in Council of 28th July, 1893, 
relating to the Circuits of the Judges, and revoking the Order in Council of 
Ist March, 1907 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


(iREENWICH HospiraL Acts, 1865 anp 1869.—Copy presented, of Order in 
Council of 7th May, 1907, sanctioning a further rearrangement of Green- 
wich Hospital Pensions [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


NavAL AND MARINE Pay AND Pensions Act, 1865.—Copies presented, of Orders 
in Council dated 7th May, 1907, sanctioning: 1. The extension of the 
system of repayment of cost of forwarding baggage to officers appointed 
from or discharged to Half-Pay ; 2. The repayment of expenses for sub- 
sistence to candidates for entry into His Majesty’s Navy subject to certain 
conditions [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


East Inpta (State Prisoners).—Address for “‘ Return of all State prisoners 


in India and Burmah, giving the date of their imprisonment and the grounds 
of their imprisonment.” —(Mr. Morton).. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Tue Dock Boox.—Question, Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Edmund. 
Robertson .. ats ee ee si iz ia a ee 


AssISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE Navy.—Question, Mr. Hart Davies (Hackney, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson. . - ve o* on +s 
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Doe Licence Cask At LeicH Perry SEsstonaL Court.—Question, Lord Bal- U: 
earres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone ae = .. 1464 
ExcLusioN oF CANADIAN Live CatrLe.—Question, Mr. Mond (Chester) ; Ts 
Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. Be - ie a ». 1465 


TE 
ConpitTion OF Facrory Lasour tn Inpta.—Question, Sir Andrew Torrance 


(Glasgow, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Morley ¥ a > - .. 1465 
WorkMEn’s TRAINS FROM Grays AND Tripuny.—-Question, Mr. Whitehead Mi 
(Essex, 8.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Llovd-George Bm se - = .. 1466 
WorkmeEN’s Compensation Act—CasvuaL WorkMEN.—Question, Mr. L. Ix 
Haslam (Monmouth Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone... si .. 1466 
EMPLOYMENT IN THE BurLpinc TRADE.—Question, Captain Faber (Hants, Hi 
Andover); Answer, Mr. John Burns .. ais 5 - % .. 1466 


Poor RELIEF BY THE New Forest GuaARDIANS.—Question, Mr. Bennett, 
(Oxfordshire, Woodstock) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns. . i ais .. 1467 Ex 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Summer Naval Manauvres.—Question, Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Cos 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Edmund Robertson, Dundee) .. .. 167 


Royat Marines.—Question, Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye); Answer, Mr. 
Edmund Robertson HA ne 3. 3 si - .. 168 Co) 


YEOMANRY ALLOWANCES.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State or War (Mr. Haldane, Haddington). . .. 1468 Kel 


Narrosi Prison.—Questions, Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool); Answers, 
The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Churchill, Manchester, Emi 
N.W.) os i * s * ~ bs is = .. 1469 


Eayptian Stare Rai~tways.—Question, Mr. J. M. Robertson (Northumberland, Dur 
Tyneside) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir Edward 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick) ats ae sé os at -. 1469 
: Boy 
EGypriIAN GOVERNMENT SERVICE—NATIVE CANDIDATES.—Question, Mr. J. 
M. Robertson ; Answer, Sir Edward Grey se st ns * .. 1469 
Iris 
EeyptiaN Rar~tway ADVERTISEMENTS.—Question, Mr. J. M. Robertson ; 
Answer, Sir Edward Grey .$ “ % ie ee .. 1470 
Nev 
HaGve ConreRENCE.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington); Answer, Sir 
Edward Grey a oe i ie i os pts os SATE 
SELI 
BaAwR-EL-GHAZEL.— Question, Mr. Pike Pease ; Answer, Sir Edward Grey .. 1471 
ial 
Lapo EncLave.—Question, Mr. Fell (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Sir Edward 
Grey ex = ws - as - bis ice si .. 1471 


Cost or Customs CoLLEcTION.—Question, Mr. Mond (Chester) ; Answer, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fifeshire, EF.) .. “ ~- 1472 
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UncLAIMED DivipENDs.—Question, Mr. Watt (Glasgow College) ; Answer, Mr. 
Asquith .. 


Taxes ON Foop anp Drink.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease ; Answer, Mr. Asquith 


Tue Epausr CaseE.—Questions, Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) and Mr. Pike 
Pease ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. 
Gladstone, Leeds, W.) 


Mixes (E1rcHt Hours) Brtt.—Questions, Mr. Glover (St. Helens) and Mr. 
Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) ; Answers, Mr. Gladstone 


Ixrants IN Pusiic Houses.—Question, Mr. Wedgwood (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme); Answer, Mr. Gladstone.. 


Hvuit Docks Drepeines.—Questions, Mr. Stanley Wilson (Yorkshire, E.R., 
Holderness) ; Answers, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Lloyd- 
George, Carnarvon Boroughs) 


EXPENDITURE ON THE UNEMPLOYED.—Question, Mr. Haddock (Lancashire, 
North Lonsdale) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board 
(Mr. John Burns, Battersea) 


Cost oF EpucaTION IN GLAMORGANSHIRE.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Board of Education (Mr. 
Lough, Islington, W.) .. ae sa ae mr 


CoMPULSORY SCHOOL ABSENCE AND THE Epvucation GrantT.—Question, Mr. 
Whitehead (Essex, 8.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Lough.. 


Ketss ScHoot Boarp.—Question, Mr. Cleland (Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; Answer, 
The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire). . 


Emso Pier, SUTHERLAND.—Question, Mr. Morton (Sutherlannd) ; Answer, Mr. 
Sinclair 


DurNEss-THURSO STEAMBOAT SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Morton; Answer, Mr. 
Sinclair 


BoyLe UnrENANTED Lanps.—Question, Captain Craig (Down, E.); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.) 


Irish SWINE—INSPECTION OF CaRCASES.—Question, Mr. Watt; Answer, Mr. 
Birrell : 


New MempBer Sworn.—The right hon. Henry Chaplin, for the county of Surrey 
(North-Eastern or Wimbledon Division) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON re- 
ported from the Committee of Selection; That they had discharged the 
following Member from Standing Committee A (in respect of the Public 
Health Bill): Mr. Secretary Gladstone; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion (in respect of the Public Health Bill): Mr. Burns. 


Sir Witi1am Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Committee A the following fifteen Mem- 
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bers (in respect of the Public Health Bill) :—Mr. Harmood-Banner, Mr. 
J. W. Wilson, Mr. Staveley-Hill, Mr. Vincent Kennedy, Mr. Corrie Grant, 
Mr. Hall, Mr. Helme, Mr. Jowett, Mr. Layland-Barratt, Mr. Samuel 
Roberts, Mr. Robinson, Captain Baring, Mr. Charles Nicholson, Mr. Manfield, 
ind Dr. Macnamara. 


sir WILLIAM Brampton GURDON further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following Members from Standing Committee 
B (in respect of the Released Persons (Poor Law Relief) Bill): Mr. Burns 
and Dr. Macnamara ; and had appointed in substitution (in respect of the 
Released Persons (Poor Law Relief) Bill): Mr. Secretary Gladstone and 
Mr. Herbert Samuel. 


Sir WitL1AM Brampton GurRDON further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Committee B the following fifteen Mem- 
bers in respect of the Released Persons (Poor Law Relief) Bill) :—Mr. Du 
Cros, Mr. Crooks, Mr. Chaplin, Mr. Steadman, Mr. Bennett, Sir Edward 
Tennant, Mr. Arnold Herbert, Mr. Montgomery, Mr. T. L. Corbett, Mr. 
Wiles, Mr. Mackarness, Mr. Marnham, Mr. Duncan Schwann, Viscount 
Turnour, and Mr. Lynch. 


Sir Witt1AM Brampron Gurpon further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following Members from Standing Committee 
C (in respect of the Vaccination Bill): Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. Kearley ; 
and had appointed in substitution (in respect of the Vaccination Bill): Mr. 
Burns and Dr. Macnamara. 


Sir Witi1AmM Brampton GurpDoNn further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Committee C the following fifteen Mem- 
bers (in respect of the Vaccination Bill) :—Mr. Lupton, Mr. Ramsay Mac 
donald, Mr. Enoch Edwards, Mr. Wedgwood, Captain Kincaid-Smith, Mr. 
Sears, Mr. Horniman, Sir William Collins, Sir John Tuke, Mr. Cave, Mr. 
Burdett-Coutts, Mr. Houston, Mr. Walrond, Mr. Ffrench, and Mr. Flavin. 


Sir WiLL1AM Brampton GuRDON further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following Member from Standing Committee 


A: Mr. Shackleton ; and had appointed in substitution : Mr. Macpherson. 


Sir WILLIAM Brampton GuRDON further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following Member from Standing Committee 
C: Mr. George Roberts ; and had appointed in substitution : Mr. Shackle- 
ton. 


Sir Witt1aM Brampton GuRDON further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added the following Member to Standing Committee B : 
Mr. Henniker Heaton. 


Sir WitL1aM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following Member from Standing Committee 
A: Mr. James Mason; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Roths- 
child. 


Sir WiLL1AM Brampton GurDON further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following Member from Standing Committee 
B (in respect of the Probation of Offenders (No. 2) Bill): Mr. Bright; and 
had appointed in substitution (in respect of the Probation of Offenders 
(No. 2) Bill): Mr. Charles Roberts. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 
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NEW BILL. 

Purity of Milk Supplies (Scotland) Bill.—‘“‘ To ensure the purity of Milk 
Supplies of the rural and urban districts of Scotland,” presented by Mr. 
Watt ; supported by Sir Andrew Torrance, Mr. Charles Price, Mr. M’Callum, 
and Mr. Halley Stewart; to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 213.] .. i xi - Pr - .. 1480 


Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmott (Oldham) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1: 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) .. ae ees .. 1481 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 8, to leave out the words ‘ His Majesty’s military 
forces other than the Regulars,’ and insert the words ‘the Militia, 


Yeomanry, and Volunteers.’ ”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, i =i .. 1483 


Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield Central) ms .. 1484 
Sir F. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) .. a = a .. 1485 
Mr. Arthur Lee (Hants, Fareham) o's a ue pa ‘3 .. 1485 
Mr. C. P. Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) .. 5 és i .. 1486 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) .. oF is ee i .. 1486 
Colonel Herbert (Monmouthshire, S.) ie a Pes be .. 1487 
Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) .. vs = = es .. 1487 
Mr. Haldane .. - wh ” .. 1488 
Colonel Kenyon- Slaney (Shropshire, New port) i i - .. 1489 
Viscount Morpeth (Birmingham, S.) - - a os .. 1489 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) vs + h wa .. 1489 
Major Seely (Liverpool, ‘Abercromby) “ 1 os os .. 1490 
Mr. J. Ward (Stoke-on-Trent) ‘ a a a .. 1491 
Mr. Stanley Wilson ( Yorkshire, E. B., » Holderness) - 3 re .. 1491 
Sir Gilbert Parker .. ‘ oe ‘ ea ee .- 1492 


(yuestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 212; Noes, 94. (Division List No. 182.) 
Mr. F. E. Smith (Liverpool, Walton) = ‘ “4 - .» 1495 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘ Regulars’ to insert the words 


‘and the Militia.” °—(Mr. F. E. Smith.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
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Mr. Haldane .. .. 1501 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ( (City of London) . : . 1507 
Captain Faber (Hants, Andover) . 1512 
Viscount Morpeth ; 1513 
The Under-Secretary of State jor India (Mr. Chas. ‘Hobhouse, Bristol, E 1516 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) , . 1521 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (Wiltshire, re ‘a 1523 
Sir Gilbert Parker és 1525 
Sir Charles Dilke .. 1528 
Mr. Hicks-Beach (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) 1528 
Mr. S:ddon (Lancashire, Newton) a 1531 
Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool) 1532 
Mr. Guy Baring (Winchester) 153: 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 80 ; Noes, 260. (Division List No. 183.) 
Viscount Valentia (Oxford) ; ‘ HP 1537 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘ Regulars’ to insert the words 
‘and Yeomanry.’ ”—(Viscount Valentia.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Haldane . 

Lord Willoughby de Ere sby (L incolnshire, Horncastle) 
Mr. Guest (Cardiff District) .. ; sis 
Sir Samuel Scott (Marylebone, W.) . om 
Mr. Stanley Wilson (Yorkshire, E.R., ‘Holder ness) 
Mr. Verney (Bucks, N.) : ie 

Col. Warde (Kent, Medway) 

Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Kudlow) 

Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) 

Major Seely .. 

Mr. Chas. Hobhouse 

Mr. Hunt : 

Captain Craig (Down. E. ) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Wr. Haldane 

Mr. Guest 

Col. Ke nyon- hisses ay. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 89; Noes, 296. (Division List No. 184.) 


And, it being half-past ten of the clock, the Chairman proceeded, pursuant 
to the Order of the House of the 6th May, successively to put forthwith 
the Questions on the Amendments moved by the Government, of 
which notice had been given, and on the Questions necessary to dis- 
pose of the Business to be concluded. 


1566 
1566 
1566 
1567 
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Another Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 1, after the word ‘ county,’ to insert the words 
‘or such other person as the Army Council may think fit.’ ”>—(M>. 
Haldane.) 


Question put, “ That the Amendment be made.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 314; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 185.) 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 2: 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 9, to leave out from the word ‘ Establishing,’ to 
end of line 10, and insert the words ‘ or assisting cadet battalions and 
corps and also rifle clubs, provided that no financial assistance shall be 
given by an association in respect of any person in a battalion or corps 
i a school in receipt of a Parliamentary grant until such person has 
attained the age of sixteen.’ ”°—(Mr. Haldane.) 


1 Ot ge bo 


— : 


Question put, “ That the Amendment be made.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 291; Noes, 89. (Division List No. 186.) 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Whereupon the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morre. 
TERRITORIAL AND RESERVE Forces (EXPENSES). 


Considered in Committee. 


Cir bo 


(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That is it expedient to authorise 


the payment out of money voted by Parliament for Army services of 
necessary expenditure incurred by associations in pursuance of any 
Act of the present session to provide for the re-organisation of His 
Majesty’s military forces, and for that purpose to authorise the estab- 
lishment of County Associations and the raising and maintenance 





of a Territorial Force and to amend the Acts relating to the Reserve 
Forces.” —(Mr. Haldane.) 


And, it being after half-past Ten of the clock, the Chairman proceeded, 
pursuant to the Order of the House of 6th May, to put forthwith the 
Question. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 294; Noes, 94. (Division List No. 187.) 
Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


Adjourned at twenty-six minutes after Eleven o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, 29TH MAY, 1907. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


. Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Urban District Water Bill [.L.].—(Petition 
for additional Provision); Alton Military Hospital. (Petition for Bill) ; 
Examiner’s Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on Monday next .. oe ‘ .. 1585 


Wisbech Water Bill [u.1.].—Reported, with Amendments... .. 1585 


Ashton-under Lyne, Stalybridge, and Dukinfield (District) Water- 
works Bill [x.1.].—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons .- 1585 


Maidstone Gas Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons .. ss ste es se, ie =o .- 1585 


Birmingham Corporation Bill [u...] ; Newquay and District Water Bill [.1.]. 
—Commons’ Amendments considered, and agreed to .. ie ot -- 1585 


Aberdeen Corporation Bill [x. viii thlaia from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments ss . ; bie ne os or ~- 1585 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ELEMENTARY ScHOOL TEACHERS SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1898.—Rules in lieu of 
Rules 6 (3) and 7 (2), of the Elementary School Teachers Superannuation 
Rules, 1899 ee a RE es oe! aka kK: 


NationaL Desr Annuities.—Account of the gross amount of all bank annuities 
and any annuities for terms of years, transferred, and of all sums of money 
paid to the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt, and the 
gross amount of annuities for lives and for terms of years which have been 
granted for the same, and contracts for payments on death which have been 
made within the year ended 5th January, 1907. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lieon the Table 1585 
ASIATICS IN THE TRANSVAAL. 


Lord Ampthill a" - - oe ya “8 .. 1586 


Moved, “ That an humble address be presented to His Majesty for further 
Papers in regard to the Transvaal Registration Bill.” —(Lord A pthill.) 


The Secretary of State for the Colonies se Earl of ine = ie .. 1591 
The Marquess of Lansdowne ‘ vs as -- 1596 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and ordered veins 
TEcHNICAL InstRUCTION To SOLDIERS. 
Lord Monkswell es is “ = bs ys = -. 1599 


Moved, “ That an humble address be presented to His Majesty for Papers 
relating to the answers received to the circular issued by the War Office 
on the 31st October last, to the various military commands with re- 
ference to giving technic: al instruction to soldiers to fit them for civil 


life.” —(Lord Monkswell.) 
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The Under-Secretary of State for War bese Earl of Portsmouth) .. .. 1603 
The Earl of Donoughmore .. , “é “ $n .. 1606 
Lord Monkswell es Be a ra i wa ca ~« L607 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 


Municipal Representation Bill le. L a ~The Lord are of Bristol added to 
the Select Committee .. , Fe -- 1607 


TURKEY AND MAceponIa.—On the Motion for the adjournment of the House. 


Lord Newton .. .. 1608 
The Under-Secretary of State jor Foreign . 4 fair $ (Lord Fitz smaurice) .. 1608 


House adjourned at Six o'clock, till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
’ 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 29TH MAY, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
. NEW WRITS. 


New Warits.—-For County of Rutland in the room of the right hon. George 
Henry Finch, deceased. 


County of Middlesex (Hornsey Division) Captain Charles Barrington 
Balfour (Manor of Northstead).—(Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.).. .- 1608 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bit Petitions [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills; That, in the case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, 
viz. :—Alton Military Hospital Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Stand- 


ing Orders . 1608 


Great Central Railway Bill (K1ve’s Consent Sienir1ep).—Bill read the 
third time, and passed .. ee és e ce re ee .. 1609 


Armagh Urban District Council Bill.—As amended, considered. To be read 
the third time es i vy re ze ; a8 9 .. 1609 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders _ 5) Bill.— Read a second time, 
and committed .. ‘ ae . 1609 


MEssAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to Amendments to—Folke- 
stone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways Bill [Lords]; Manchester Ship Canal 
(Bridgewater Canal) Bill [Lords]; West Yorkshire Tramways Bill [Lords], 
without pantie soni 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “‘ An act for rendering valid 
certain Letters Patent granted to Richard Harrison for an invention for 
improvements in or connected with elastic wheels applicable to motor and ( 
other vehicles.” [Harrison’s Patent Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the General Accident Fire 1D 
and Life Assurance Corporation, Limited, to issue Insurance Coupons ; and 
for other purposes.” [General Accident Fire and Life Assurance Corporation, 


Limited, Bill [Lords.] 9) 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to extend the time limited by the 
Heywood and Middleton Water Board Act, 1901, for the construction of L 
waterworks, to confer further powers upon the Heywood and Middleton 
Water Board with respect to their water undertaking; and for other 
purposes.” [Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [ Lords. } L 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confer further powers upon the 
Pontypridd Urban District Council in regard to the appropriation and use M 
of lands, to make further provision in regard to their gas undertaking ; and for 
other purposes.” [Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill [Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the North British Railway P. 
Company to construct a new dock, a railway, and other works at Methil, to 
confer further powers on the North British Railway Company with reference 
to their undertaking and upon that company, the Caledonian Railway Com- 
pany, and the Lanarkshire and Dumbartonshire Railway Company with 
reference to undertakings in which those companies are interested, to authorise 
the Burntisland Harbour Commissioners to lease lands for graving dock : W 
and for other purposes.” [North British Railway Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled “ An Act to confer further powers on the Mayor, 
Alderman, and Citizens of the city of Coventry in relation to their water 


undertaking ; to authorise the supply to them of water by the Lord Mayor, N: 
Alderman, and Citizens of the city of Birmingham; to extend the area of 
supply under the Coventry Electric Lighting Order, 1891; and for other 
purposes.” [Coventry Corporation Water Bill [Lords] now Coventry Cor- 
poration Billi [Lords. j 
And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confer additional powers upon Er 
y 


the Midiand Railway Company and upon that Company and the Great 
Western Railway Company and upon the South Yorkshire Joint Line Com- 
mittee and upon the Cheshire Lines Committee for the construction of works 
and the acquisition of lands ; to make provision for transferring the Limavady Co 
and Dungiven Railway to the Midland Railway Company and to confer : 
powers upon that Company and the Great Central and Hull and Barnsley 


Railway Companies with respect to certain authorised railways of the Great Co 
Central and Hull and Barnsley Railway Companies; and for other pur- 
poses.” [Midland Railway Bill [Lords.] ie ce * ee .. 1609 R 

' ; 0 


Harrison’s Patent Britt [Lorps]; General Accident Fire and Life Assurance 
Corporation, Limited, Bill [Lords]; Heywood and Middleton Water Board 
Bill [Lords]; Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill [Lords] ; North 
British Railway Bill [Lords] ; Coventry Corporation Water Bill [Lords] ; now EN 
Coventry Corporation Bill [Lords]; Midland Railway Bill [Lords].— 
read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills we “i bis .. 1610 
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PETITIONS. 


Congo Free State.—Petition from Muswell Hill, for protection of the Native 
Races; tolieupon the Table .. oe $s es 


[EpuCATION (SCOTLAND) Briu.—Petitions for alteration : From Forres; Leith; 
and, Stornoway ; to lie upon the Table .. sh e oe ie me 


EDUCATION (SpPecIAL RExiGious Instruction) BILL.—petitions against: From 
Royton ; Stratford-on-Avon ; and, Wigan; tolieuponthe Table .. 


LicENSED PREMISES (EXCLUSION OF CHILDREN). Three Petitions from Chepping 
Wycombe, for legislation ; to lie upon the Table “i ‘ - 


Ligvor Trapric (Loca, Option) (ScoTLAND) BiLtt.—Petitions in favour: 
From Hampstead ; London ; and, Paisley ; to lie upon the Table .. 


MarRIAGE witH A Decsasep WIFre’s Sister Bitu.—Petitions against : From 
Cramlington ; Hitcham ; Norwich ; Plympton ; and Shireoaks ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Pavrer Lunatics (Cost or MAINTENANCE).—Petition from Keighley, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table ea 


SALE OF INrToxicaTING Liquors on SuNnDAY.—Petition from Leicester, for 
prohibition ; to lie upon the Table... 


Weekty Rest Day Biti.—Petition from Tooting, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table = sr a ae Ae : ae i a5 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NarionaL Desr ANNvITIES.—Account presented, of the Gross Amount of all 
Bank Annuities and any Annuities for terms of years transferred, and of 
all sums of money paid to the Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt, and the Gross Amount of Annuities for Lives and for terms 
of years, etc., granted within the year ended 5th January, 1907 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 166.] .. ar ae ; 


ELEMENTARY ScHooL TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION RuLEs.—Copy presented, 
of Rules in lieu of Rules 6 (3) and 7 (2) of the Elementary School Teachers’ 
Superannuation Rules, 1899 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table .. 


CoLontaL CoNFERENCE, 1907.—Copy presented, of Minutes of Proceedings of 
the Colonial Conference, 1907 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. 


CoLoNIAL CONFERENCE, 1907.—Uopy presented, of Papers laid before the Colonial 
Conference, 1907 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 5S J 


Royat CoLLeGceE or Puysictans.—Order [15th May] for presenting an Address 
for a Return relative thereto, read, and discharged ; and instead thereof :— 
fast Indie (Plague),—Address for ‘‘ Return of the Memorandum of the 
Royal College of Physicians, in July, 1905, on Plague.” —(Dr. Rutherford) .. 


ENGLISH GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (Powers IN IRELAND).—Return ordered, 
“ giving the names of Government Departments or Authorities in England 
which now exercise powers in or in relation to Ireland, efther directly or 
indirectly.” —(Captain Craig) .. _ ‘“ a a ‘ 
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LocaL AUTHORITIES IN ScoTLAND (TECHNICAL Epucation)—Return ordered, 
** showing the extent to which, and the manner in which, local authorities 
in Scotland have allocated and applied funds to the purposes of Technical 
Education during the year ending the 15th day of May, 1907, under the 
following Acts: The Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890 ; The 
Education and Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 1892 ; The Technical 
Schools (Scotland) Act, 1887; The Technical Instruction Amendment 
(Scotland) Act, 1892 ; and Public Libraries Acts.” —(Mr. Sinclair) .. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


MAINTENANCE OF ROADS ALTERED IN CONNECTION WITH RAILWAYS.—Question, 
Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Post OrricE EstiIMATE—DEPRECIATION OF BUILDINGS, ETC.—Question, Mr. 
Walrond (Devonshire, Tiverton) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton ; 


CLosE TIME FoR SALMON IN THE BLAcKWATER.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, 
N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. 


Irish Evictrep TENANTS—CaseE oF JoHn O. ReGAN.—Question, Mr. William 
Abraham (Cork County, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell : 


Inrant Morrariry.—Question, Mr. Ridsdale (Brighton); Answer, Mr. John 
Burn a ee cS et s a st 


Visir oF Lorps oF THE ADMIRALTY TO PortsmMouTH DockyaRrD.—Question, 
Mr. Bramsdon (Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson 


Pay oF Civit SERVICE PENSION TO RESIDENTS ABROAD.—Question, Mr. James 
O’Connor (Wicklow) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman .. 


BERKHAMSTEAD GRAMMAR ScHooL.—Question, Mr. Walrond; Answer, Sir 
John Walton _ 


Lanp REVENUE OF InDIA.—Question, Mr. C. J. O'Donnell (Newington) ; Answer, 
Mr. Secretary Morley 


Army EXPENDITURE IN INDIA.—Question, Mr. C. J. O’Donnell ; Answer, Mr. 
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LouGHREA Ratps.—Question, Mr. Courthope ; Answer, Mr. Birrell ate .. 1654 
ATHENRY OUTRAGE.—Question, Mr. Courthope; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. .. 1654 
UNLAWFUL ASSEMBLY TRIAL IN THE West oF IRELAND.—Questions, Captain 

Craig, and Mr. Moore; Answers, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. 

Cherry, Liverpool, Exchange) .. oa _ a a io GSS 
Inp1an Bupcer DeBatre.—Question, Sir H. Cotton; Answer, The Prime 

Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman) _..._ 1656 
Lanp Vatues (ScortanD) BiLtt.—Question, Mr. J. D. White (Dumbarton- 
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SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir WitttAM Brampton GurRDON reported from the Committee of 
Selection; That they had discharged the following Member from Standing 
Committee A (in respect of the Limited Partnerships Bill): Sir Henry 
Norman; and had appointed in substitution (in respect of the Limited 
Partnerships Bill): Mr. Joseph Pease. 

Sir Witt1AM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee ; 

That thev had added the following Member to the Standing Committee on 

Scottish Bills (in respect of the Small Landholders (Scotland) Bill): Lord 

Willoughby de Eresby. 

Sir Witt1AM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee ; 

That they had discharged the following Member from: Standing Committee 

C (in respect of the Vaccination Bill): Sir Edward Strachey; and had 

appointed in substitution: Mr. Attorney-General. 

Reports to lie upon the Table oe > 1657 





exlii TABLE OF CONTENTS. : 
May 29.| Page 
NEW BILL. 


Injured Animals Act (1894) Amendment Bill—‘‘ To amend the Injured 
Animal Act, 1894,” presented by Sir Howard Vincent; supported by 
Sir William Brampton Gurdon and Sir Frederick Banbury; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 214] - .. 1657 


TERRITORIAL AND RESERVE Forces (EXPENSES).—Resolution reported : “ That 
it is expedient to authorise the payment out of money voted by Parliament 
for Army services of necessary expenditure incurred by associations in pur- 
suance of any Act of the present session to provide for the reorganisation of 
His Majesty’s military forces, and for that purpose to authorise the estab- 
lishment of county associations and the raising and maintenance of a Terri- 
torial Force and to amend the Acts relating to the Reserve Forces.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. Buchanan, Perthshire, E.) 1658 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) at e .. 1660 
Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.) .. _ ‘ie «s .. 1670 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) - .. 1673 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, Haddington, ) - .. 1678 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain (Worcestershire, E.) iy 7 .. 1684 
Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) bs wa ae 7 .. 1690 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) “a .. 1691 
The Under-Secretary of State for India (Mr. Hobhouse, Dristel, BE.) ) .. 1698 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) , ex .. 1696 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) = - “6 aa .. 1698 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 212; Noes, 82. (Division List No. 188.) 


Territorial and, Reserve Forces Bill. 
(In Committee.) 
[Mr. CaLDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) in the Chair.] 
Clause 3: 
Mr. Victor Cavendish. 7 ee a fe Sis = os SOT 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 25, to leave out the words ‘ for Army purposes.’ ” 
—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Buchanan - f oe i we S om .. 1708 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Courthope (Susser, Rye) 1708 
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Amendment proposed— 


ce 


** In Clause 3, page 4, line 26, to leave out the words “ in the opinion 
5) > ’ ’ I 


of the Army Council.’ ”»—(Mr. Courthope.) 


Question proposed, That the words proposed, to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Buchanan : ae a ave hs a of -s LTO 
Mr. Victor Cavendish sé i i - «4 LEO 
Mr. Lief Jones (Westmorland, Appleby) _ o i “ .. 1710 
Mr. Forster (Kent, Sevenoaks) ats nis se 7 ace 5 TORE 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 200 ; Noes, 40. (Division List No. 189.) 


Lord Valentia (Oxford) ive Ns wi ae ie age oe LES 


8 Amendment proposed— 

0) 

‘9 “Tn Clause 3, page 4, line 27, to leave out the word ‘ necessary,’ 
3 and to insert the word ‘ whole.’ ”—(Viscount Valentia.) 

72 

84 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


y] 
N3 Mr. Buchanan : a % - a ia - .. 1715: 
N Captain Craig (Down, Bs}. a ‘ie ‘is iy oe -- 1715 
8 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Victor Cavendish ee <i ~ ee rr is oo 1716 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn Clause 3, page 4, line 34, at end, to insert the words ‘and the 
Treasury.’ ” 
Question proposed, “ That these words be there inserted.” 
5 Mr. Buchanan ae a as a oo REET 
' Sir F. Banbury (City of London). ss a as ‘a ~+ 1718 
Captain Craig . - “8 7 ‘ ‘s .. 1719 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 42; Noes, 219. (Division List No. 190.) 

Mr. Victor Cavendish 4 x - se ie or »» 1721 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 39, at end, to insert the words ‘ aiter the sanction 
of the Treasury has been obtained.’ ””»—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
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Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. oa ie ea ei ‘% -. 1723 
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Mr. McCrae .. - se ve - - ia 4 .. 1726 
Sir Charles Dilke  .. ‘i. ie - es is is i+ 7 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
J 
Viscount Castlereagh. . _ os = + ee 7 so 3 
Amendment proposed— 
“In Clause 3, page 3, line 1, to leave out Sub-section (4).” 5 
Question proposed, “‘ That Subsection (4) stand part of the clause.” > 
R 
g a 
Mr. Haldane .. Ry be ‘*s és e es i .. 1728 s 
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Captain Craig bs me = a Ve - “s .. 173] " 
And, it being half-past Ten of the clock, the Chairman proceeded, pursuant S 
to the Order of the House of 6th May, to put forthwith the Question aS 
on the Amendment already proposed from the Chair. = 
Question put, “ That Subsection (4) stand part of the clause. > 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 307 ; Noes, 94. (Division List No. 191.) > 
The Chairman then proceeded to put successively the Questions necessary S 
to dispose of the business to be concluded. rs 
Question put, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” | 5 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 298; Noes, 102. (Division List No, 192.) 3 
; SS 
Clause 4: | 3 th 
, Am 
: — : © 
Question put, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.’ 2 
= fu 
The Committee divided :—Aves, 298 ; Noes, 103. (Division List No. 193.) $ fo 
S - 
Whereupon the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. & L 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. Ti 
Adjourned at fourteen minutes after Eleven o’c ock. [1 
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sama sth 7th phase 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the 
Certificates from the Examiners that the 

: further Standing Orders applicable to the 
= following Bills have been complied with : 

~ —Rawtenstall Corporation ; North-East 
London Railway. 


The same were ordered to lie on the! 


Table. 
St. Neots Urban District Council Bill 
[u.L.]; Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke 


Oven Construction and Working Com- 
pany, Limited, Bill [u.1.]; Kensington 
Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill | 
[H.L.].—Reported, with Amendments. 


Table the | 


| trict). 


Select Committee to consider the Bill, 
discharged. 
Bristol Corporation  Bill.—Brought 
| from the Commons, read 1*, and referred 
| to the Examiners. 


| Midland Railway Bill [.u.]; York 

(Micklegate) Strays Bill (H.L.]; Sheffield 
bp reanisea Bill [w.u.]; Cavehill and 
Whitewell Tramways Bill [n.1.]; Aber- 
deen Corporation ‘Bill [H.1.].—Leave 
_ given to the Select Committee to adjourn 
To-morrow. 


over 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 1.) Bill [H.L.]—Read 2* according 


to order. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3774. United States (Chicago) 
No. 3775. Russia (Batoum and Dis- 


No. 3776. Turkey (Constantinople and 


City of London (Union of Parishes) Bill | District). 


{H.L.].—The Order made on the 25th of | 
April last, appointing certain Lords the | 


VOL. CLXXIV. [FourtH Sertzs.] 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
| to lie on the Table. 
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COLLEGE CHARTER ACT, 1871. 


Application from the right hon. Regin- 
ald McKenna, President of the Board of 
Education, for the establishment and 
incorporation of a college of Science and 


Technology at South Kensington, which | 
has been referred by His Majesty in | 


Council for the consideration and report 
of a Committeeof His Majesty’s Most Hon. 
Privy Council, together with a draft of 
the Charter applied for: Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


INSECTS AND PESTS 


BILL [u.1.] 


DESTRUCTIVE 


Reported from the Standing Committee | 


without Amendment: and to be read 3* 


on Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS (REFORM) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

Order of the day read for resuming 
the adjourned debate on the Amendment 
proposed by the Earl Cawdor to the 
Motion for the Second Reading, viz.— 

“To leave out all the words after ‘that’ 
for the purpose of inserting these words: ‘ A 
Select Committee to be appointed to consider the 
suggestions which have from time to time been 
made for increasing the efficiency of the House 
of Lords in matters affecting legislation, and 
to report as to the desirability of adopting 
them either in their origina! or in some modi- 
fied form.’ ” 


*Toe LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY : 
detain your Lordships long from listening 
to those whom we are all anxious to hear, 
but it does seem to me on all grounds 
right that something should be said from 
the Episcopal Bench in this debate. 
Owing to a variety of circumstances it is | 
undoubtedly the fact that the Bishops to- 
day take a less prominent and constant 
part in the debates of your Lordships’ 


House than was taken by the Bishops of | 
A reference to | 


fifty or 100 years ago. 
Hansard would make that clear. The 
main reason—there are several reasons— 
is the wholly good one of the vast multi- | 
plication of diocesan work which necessi- | 
tates the bishops remaining for the most 
part in their dioceses. 

But as the present constitution of 
Church and Realm stands the Bishops 
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My Lords, I shall not | 
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| are vitally concerned in all that affects 
| the House of Lords. Some of your Lord- 
| ships may have heard comments—I have 
| —upon the fact that in the sentence 
which prefaces enactments the first 
reference made is to those who sit upon 
the Episcopal Bench. The enactment 
'is made by the King— 


‘* By and with the consent of the Lords, 
spiritual and temporal, and the Commons.” 


The reason, I suppose, is that, as a 
matter of mere history, in the various 
elements which go to make up this House 
the Lords spiritual were the earliest 
to have a certain and an assured place. 
The facts as to the summoning of lay 
peers to Parliament have varied from 
time to time. Not all the lay peers have 
always been summoned, anc. the position 
| of the lay peer in early days was less 
assured than in later times as regards the 
certainty of a place in the deliberations of 
this House. From the first Bishops were 
always summoned. Take the office which 
I have at present the honour and privilege 
of holding. However inadequately its 
duties or responsibilities may be dis- 
' charged this particular office is, as a matter 
of fact, the most deeply rooted of any in 
the origins of Parliamentary history and 
the participation in Parliamentary action. 
I mention that simply to show how 
deeply concerned Bishops must neces- 
sarily be in all that affects the con- 
stitutional life and the constitutional 
organisation of the House of Lords. 


There is, however, another fact 
which gives the Bishops a distinctive 
‘right to speak on any matter affecting 
‘the constitution of the House of Lords. 
| We heard a great deal last night about 
the need of independence and detachment 
‘from mere Party ties. I venture to con- 
tend that the Bishops, speaking generally, 
go far towards satisfying that requirement. 
Whatever may have been the case in the 
past, there can now be no question at all 
that the Bishops are largely independent 
of direct partisan allegiance. With regard 
to my twenty-five brothers on the Epis- 
‘copal Bench, I should find the greatest 
difficulty in stating to which Party all, 
but five or six, should be assigned. No 
| doubt there is one great group of ques- 
| tions as to which the Bishops have allied 
themselves in action mainly with the 
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Party now in Opposition—questions af- 
fecting the religious life of Kngland and 


the continuance of the arrangements | 
‘complex and difficult as it was, could 


for its security. But in regard to another 
great group of questions, questions of 
social reform, it is indisputably the 
case now, whatever it may have been 
in the past, that the Bishops, who are 
not infrequently spoken of outside as an 
appanage of the Tory Party, more fre- 
quently give their votes to the Liberal 
than to the Conservative Party. 


Take my own case simply as a specimen- 
Other examples would easily be found. 
—I have looked into the records of the 
vears which preceded the retirement of 
Lord Salisbury from the office of Prime 
Minister—a time when there happened 
to be no great ecclesiastical questions, 
but many important social questions— 
and I find that, out of eleven divisions, 
I voted eight times against Lord Salis- 
bury and, on two out of the three occa- 
sions when I voted with the noble Lord, the 
front Liberal Bench went into the same 
lobby. I claim no credit or discredit for 
those votes. I merely urge that so far as 
they go, they afford evidence that the 
Episcopal Bench contributes something 
to that impartiality or balance upon sub- 
jec s of general controversy which we are 
to'd that this House ought to show. 


This being so, the question is—What 
ought to be the attitude of the Bishops 
in regard to the proposals now before 
the House ? Personally I have a little 
difficulty in understanding why it was 
specially opportune that the question 
of the reform of the House of Lords 
should be raised just now. I am not 
averse from the question being raised, 
and I think great good may follow from 
the debate. But even if the changes 
that are foreshadowed in the Bill are 
such as to bring the House of Lords, in 
theory, more into touch with national life 
—a proposition which I am not at this 


stage prepared either to affirm or deny | 


—I am not clear that any evidence has 
recently been given of the House being 
specially out of touch with national life. 

References have been made to what 
took place on the Education Bill last 
year. I should not be at all sorry to 
take that Bill as the touchstone to de- 
cide this particular question. I be- 
lieve the action taken by the House of 
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Lords on the Education Bill was in con- 
sonance, on the whole, with the opinion 
of the people of England. If the issue, 


have been submitted to the country we 
might have been proved to be wrong ; 
but my belief is that in regard to some 
of the details upon which the Govern- 
ment insisted as vital to the Bill, the 
mind of the country was with those 
who resisted the Government rather 
than with those who supported them. 
I am speaking, of course, of the details 
and not of the main groundwork and 
intention ofthe Bill. Therefore, Iam not 
clear as to what exactly are the grounds 
upon which at this moment it can be said 
there is a special necessity or special 
opportuneness in raising the question of 
the reform of the House of Lords. But we 
have now to decide whether we shall give 
the Bill forthwith a Second Reading, or 
whether we shall first send the matter 
to be weighed and discussed by a Com- 
mittee of the House. Personally I have 
no doubt that of those two courses we 
ought to select the second, and adopt 
the Amendment of Lord Cawdor. What- 
ever good items there may be in the Bill 
of Lord Newton, and I think there are 
very many, for the Bill is exceedingly 


| clever, ingenious, and, as I think, fair, 


they are not really ripe for our voting 
upon them without further examination 
having first been given in the only way 
in which adequate examination can 
rightly be given to such a_ subject. 
But, if a Committee is to be formed, 
it must be a weighty and representative 
one, really adequate in size and im- 
portance, and it must take the matter 
in hand, not with a view of shelving it, 
but with a view of trying to arrive at a 
solution of some of the questions at 
stake. 

That being the question before us, 


the Government cut across it with 
another proposition altogether. We are 


asked to wait until we see the Govern- 
ment’s proposals for dealing with the 
question of differences which may arise 
between one House and the other. I 


;am most ready to listen to such pro- 


posals. I think there is a very real 
need for the consideration of that sub- 
ject." I am by no means inclined to 
make light of the difficulties which have 
arisen or may arise,on that question. 


A2 
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I confess I have the very greatest diffi- 
culty in understanding what kind of pro- 
position is likely to meet that particular 
case, the more so after hearing 
yesterday’s debate. But the point that 
is clear is that, however important 
that question is, it has really little or 
nothing to do with the question before 
us at this moment. 


Let us suppose that there had been no 
friction in the past and no chance of 
friction in the future between the two 
Houses. The occasions of friction have 
not been very many, but let us suppose 
that the two Houses always worked to- 
gether in perfect harmony ; it would still 
be perfectly possible to say that this House, 
with its long record of antiquity and 
its somewhat curious manner of growth 
to its present condition, might require 
some reconsideration in the various 
parts that go to make its construction, 
and that it might be desirable to secure 
by some changes, even more prom titud >, 
thoroughness, and efficiency in its work 
than it at present possesses. The two 
propositions appear to me to be on 
totally different lines, and not to con- 
tradict or overlap one another in any 
way. 
could better consider the juestion of 
our constituent elements as raised by 
the Bill if the House knew beforehand 
what they are the rselves going to propose 
in regard to occasions of possible friction 
between the two Houses, I wonder 
why we are not now forearmed and 
strengthened by being told what the pro- 
posals are. 


The Government’s proposals were last 
night foreshadowed in somewhat vague and 
general terms, but with obviously a large 
reserve of detailed knowledge on the part 
of the two noble Lords who spoke on behalf 
of the Government, and I find it a little 
difficult to understand why if those pro- 


positions are already prepared your 
Lordships should not at once be 
informed what they are. It was 


very fairly and truly stated last night 
by my noble friend Lord Crewe 
that when those propositions were made 
it would be necessary that the Opposition 
in the House of Commons should have 
ample time to consider them. I quite 
agree, it is obviously necessary. But 
would they not have a ch nce of being con- 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 


{LORDS} 


in this 


But, if the Government think we | 


(Reform) Bill. S 


sidered even more adequately if the pro- 
positions were laid before us now, and if 
they were thus op»n to examination by 
the public some little time before the 
discussion in the House of Commons takes 
place ? 


I am certainly not averse from the dis- 
cussion of possible modifications in the con- 
struction of the House of Lords. Indeed 
there are some parts of the noble Lord’s 
Bill to which I for one cordially assent 
if it be thought desirable that changes 
should take place. There is, for example, 
one comparatively small proposal of the 
noble Lord which affects the Episcopal 
Bench, which I have read with great in- 
terest. Undoubtedly at this moment, 
owing to the circumstances of the case, the 
Bishops are in a somewhat peculiar posi- 
tien with regard to the proportion of the 
members of their body who have a seat 
House. The Bishops are in- 
creasing in number as new dioceses are 
formed, and it is an indisputable diffi- 
culty and disadvantage that at present 
Bishops newly appointed have to wait 
many years before they obtain a_ seat 
in this House, while it might eavi'y 
happ»n tha> one or two senior members 
of the Bench who find it more difficult to 
attend the House would be ready, or even 
glad, that the younger members should 
take their place. I believe this House, the 
Church, and the Bishops themselves would 
gain if some well-considered and reason 
able change in that respect were brought 
about. But that is not to say that, 
for the sake of effecting a change, one 
amongst many, which I believe might 
quite possibly be wholesome, it is clearly 
necessary now to take the whole matter 
in hand and, if I may use a disrespectful 
word, set to work u:on a general tink>r- 
ing of the Constitution. 


If the question is brought before us at 
all, I think it ought trst to be con- 
sidered by a Committee, and if a com- 
mittee is appointed I hope the weighty 


| words last night of the late Lord Chan- 


cellor will be borne in mind, that we are 
dealing, not with the framing of a new 
body in a new land, but with an ancient 
institution which may or may _ not 


'need reform in some of its details, but 
| which ought at all events to be handled 


| scrupulous 


with the utmost reverence, care, and 
regard both to the past 
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history and to the present conditions | 
which attach to the constitutional life | 
of the House of Lords. 

There are many things in old structures, 
whether they be buildings or bodies of men, 
which probably we would not place in 
exactly the existing form if we were con- 
structing them anew, but with which the 
history and life of the country are in- 
wrought, and which we should be very 
loth to sweep away merely in order to 
make something fresh and new, and 
possibly better proportioned. The con- 
ditions are analogous to those of the 
contrast, which I have often felt to be 
real and significant, between one of our 
old cities and some new town, say, in 
the United States or one of the Colonies. 
For many practical purposes the new 
town, with its broad, straight, level 
thoroughfares at right angles is much 
better suited for such requirements 
as the rapid progression of tramways, 
for the provision of central railway 
stations, and the like; but our old | 
cities, such as Oxford, Winchester, or the 
City of London itself, with the peculiar 
angles and twists and turns of their 
streets, inconvenient in some respects as 
they may sometimes be, are linked with 
the English life of the past, and have 
associations which endear them, in- 
directly and perhaps half consciously, 
in the popular regard. The analogy 
seems to me not an untrue one in con- 
sidering anomalies which can be dis- 
covered in the Constitution of England 
or of this House, and if a Committee is 
appointed I trust that the utmost care 
will be taken, in dealing with the various 
aspects of the question, to consider not 
merely the apparent necessities of the 
passing hour, but the place which we hold 
in the History and in the life of England. 





THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: My 
Lords, as I understand that time this 
evening is especially valuable I think 
the House will not desire that I 
should take up any of its time in com- 
menting upon the weighty and important 
speech to which we have just listened. 
[ will at once proceed to make those 
observations which occur to me as 
necessary upon the position in which 
we stand at the moment. Before I 
refer either to the Bill or to the Amend- 
ments of which notice has been given, I | 
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desire to call the attention of the Govern- 
ment and the House, but especially of 
the Government, to the difficult and, as 
I think, unfair position in which this 
House has been placed by the course 
which they have adopted. In His Majesty’s 
gracious Speech from the Throne, the 
first paragraph relating to the business 
of the session was as follows :— 

“Serious questions affecting the working of 
our Parliamentary system have arisen from 
unfortunate differences between the two 
Houses. My Ministers have this important 
subject under consideration with a view of a 
solution of the difficulty.” 

Reference was made in both Houses 
of Parliament to this paragraph of the 
Speech, and it was spoken of in both 
Houses as the most important question 
of legislation to be dealt with. It was 
open to us to infer from those expressions 
that the proposals which were going to 
be made by the Government were likely 
to be of a somewhat drastic character, and 
I am bound to confess that I heard 
nothing in the speech of the Lord President 
of the Council last night which was in any 
degree inconsistent with that inference. . 


On the first night of the debate cn 
the Address, the noble Marquess the 
Leader of this House pleaded for time. 
He said that the differences between the 


| two Houses which made necessary the 


consideration of this question by the 
Government had arisen just previously 
to Christmas. ‘* What,’’ he asked, 
‘would have been said if the Govern- 
ment had come down in February with 
a cut and dried scheme?’’ Well, 
February has passed, March has passed, 
April has passed, we are now not far 
from the middle of May, and now we are 
told that not until after Whitsuntide— 
and we do not know how long after the 
Whitsuntide holidays—shall we know 
what these proposals of the Government 
are. My noble friend Lord Crewe 
regretted this delay, and he attributed 
it to the state of business in the other 
House. I venture to doubt whether 
the state of business in the other House 
is the only cause of this delay, and 
whether it may not have been in some 
degree due to the fact that the Govern- 
ment have not, even after this long 
interval of time, completely made up 
their minds to come to the House with 
a cut and dried scheme. Pasa 
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My noble friend said that when these | 
proposals were submitted to the other | 
House of Parliament, the friends of this | 
House in that House would require time | 
for their consideration. I cannot admit 
that. These proposals, whatever they | 
may be, do not directly affect the House | 
of Commons, but they will directly and | 
immediately affect this House, and 
it is due to this House that they 
should be laid before us at the very 
earliest opportunity after they have been 
formulated. We should have no com- 
plaint to make if the Government had | 
come down to this House and told us— 
as they might have told us, probably 
with truth—that they found this question | 
one of greater difficulty and less urgency | 
than they had supposed at the beginning 
of the session, and that they had de- 
termined to postpone its consideration | 
until another session. But we shall 
have every reason to complain if the 
announcement of these proposals is 
deferred until the fag-end of the session, 
when, under any circumstances, this | 
House would have scanty time to con- 
sider them. We shall have still greater | 
reason to complain if they should be 
submitted to us concurrently with a 
number of controversial measures which 
we shall be called upon to pass under a 
veiled threat—a scarcely veiled threat— | 
that if differences should arise between us 
and the other House of Parliament, the 
Government are prepared with a short | 
and summary way of settling those 
differences. 


The noble Earl the Lord President of 
the Council has placed upon the Paper a 
general proposition to the effect that it is 
inexpedient to consider any proposals for 
the reform of this House until satisfactory 
means have been found for adjusting 
differences which may have arisen be- 
tween the two Houses of Parliament. 
But I can find in the speech of my noble 
friend no word in support of the 
proposition. In the opinion of my 
noble friend this is a very good House 
as it stands, and a House which is able to 
transact the business which comes before 
it very well and very efficiently. In his 
opinion it has only one fatal and incurable 
defect—a defect which cannot be cured 
by any conceivable process of reform— 
namely, that it contains too large a Con- 
servative majority, and that it cannot 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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be relied on to pass without Amendment 
or without any appeal to the country 
every measure that may be submitted to 
it by a Radical House of Commons. 


I submit that the question of the re- 
form of the House of Lords and the 
question of the adjustment of differences 
between the two Houses of Parliament 
are distinct and separate questions. I 
cannot admit that the former could not 


| with advantage be discussed until the 
| other has been disposed of. 


On the con- 
trary, it is in the highest degree important 
that if we are about to consider the 


| relations between the two Houses which 
| together compose the Legislature of this 


country, we ought to have a full know- 
ledge of the existing and proposed con- 
stitution of both of those Houses and of 
the authority which each of them possesses 
But, by the 
speech of the Lord President, we are 
given to clearly understand that the 
Government intend to have nothing to 
do with the reform of this House ; they 
have no proposals of their own to make, 
and they decline to consider proposals 


| which are put forward from any other 


quarter. We are given clearly to under- 
stand that there is nothing which will 
content them except the unrestricted 
and uncontrolled legislative supremacy 
of the House of Commons. 


It may be, my Lords, although nothing 
has yet fallen from the Government which 
would lend colour to such a supposition, 
that the proposals of the Government 
when made to us may involve something 
of the nature of a referendum. If that 
should be so, I entertain no doubt that 
such a proposal would meet, I will not 
say with a favourable, but with a per- 
fectly fair and candid consideration 
here. Even if that should be go, I can 
conceive no reasons why the door should 
be closed to any attempt to carry into 
effect reforms in this House which might 
bring it into closer touch with the other 
House of Parliament and with the 
people, and so render resort to such an un- 
tried and cumbrous constitutional inno- 
vation less necessary or less frequent. 

I am not going to inflict upon the 
House any constitutional essay, nor am I 
going to try to describe what in my view 
might be a more satisfactory or an ideal 
Second Chamber, but I wish in a very few 
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words to indicate what are the elements of 
strength and of weakness that exist in 
the present constitution of this House. 
It is admitted that, in consequence of the 
exercise of the prerogative of the Crown, 
this House contains a large number of 
men of administrative ability and ex- 
perience, through the inclusion within 
its walls of men who have rendered good 
service to the State in civil, military, 
and judicial capacities at home, abroad, 
and in the Colonies. The presence of such 
men cannot but be an advantage to the 
deliberations of any legislative Assembly. 


It is admitted that the House of Lords 
is not an unpopular institution in the 
country. The number of Members of 
your Lordships’ House who have pre- 
viously been Members of the House of 
Commons is a proof that close connexion 
with this House is no bar to the confidence 
and support of numerous constituencies. 
On the other hand it is, I think, generally 
admitted now that the almost exclusively 
hereditary basis upon which this House 
rests, the absence from it of any repre- 
sentative character, its too close connexion 
with and over-representation of the 
landed interest, its comparative dissocia- 
tion from certain interests, such as in- 
dustry, commerce, and labour, and the 
consequent predominance within this 
House of one political Party, its unwieldy 
size, involving the occasional attendance 
of a large number of Peers who take no 
habitual part in its proceedings, and 
miny of whom may be unfit to do so— 
it is admitted that these are elements of 
weakness. I think it must also be ad- 
mitted that they are elements which 
tend in themselves to produce that in- 
compatibility of temper between the two 
Houses which leads to differences, and 
makes those differences difficult of ad- 
justment. 


All these elements of strength and 
weakness have been more or less recog- 
nised by my noble friend Lord Newton in 
the Bill before your Lordships. But the 
discussion which has taken place has 
shown that the concrete proposals con- 
tained in that measure have not yet 
been sufficiently examined to secure 
for them general acceptance on the 
part of a very large number of Mem- 
bers of this House. I agree with my 
noble ffiend Lord Cawdor that it would 
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be unwise, by giving a Second Reading 
of this Bill, to commit ourselves at the 
present time to the acceptance of many 
of the principles which it contains. I 
agree with him in thinking that it may be 
a preferable course to refer these and any 
other proposals that may be made to the 
consideration of a Committee such as 
that which was suggested, unfortunately 
without result, many years ago by my 
noble friend on the Cross Benches, Lord 
Rosebery. I shall therefore vote for the 
appointment of the Committee suggested 
by my noble friend, Lord Cawdor, and 
afterwards I hope to give a vote—which 
I shall give with far greater satisfaction 
—against the dilatory Amendment which 
has been suggested by the Government. 


If urgency exists for finding some means 
of adjusting differences between the two 
Houses, it has arisen solely from the 
events which have taken place within 
the existence of the present Parliament. 
I am far from saying that a case may not 
be made out for endeavouring to find 
some improved machinery by which 
differences when they arise may be more 
easily adjusted. But if this necessity 
exists it is a new necessity. Up to the 
date of the present Parliament means of 
settling differences between the two 
Houses have always been found. The 
course of progress and of reform has 
never been permanently obstructed by 
the action of this House. This House 
has never permanently thwarted the 
clearly expressed will of the country, 
even in matters in which it held distinctly 
different convictions and opinions. In- 
stances are not wanting in which ex- 
perience has shown that this House has 
been a more faithful and more accurate 
exponent of the real will of the people 
than the House of Commons. Take the 
case of the last reform of the House of 
Commons. It is true that this House 
delayed the passing of the Franchise 
Bill; but it delayed it only for one 
session, and almost simultaneously with 
the passing of the Franchise Bill in the 
next session a Redistribution Bill was 
passed, to the great satisfaction even 
of the House of Commons and the great 
satisfaction of the country. 


I am not surprised that not much 
reference has been made by speakers on 
the Government side of the House to the 
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history of the Home Rule Bill. I hope 
that this House and the country will not 
forget that history. No more striking 
and conclusive proof of the advantage 
and necessity of a Second Chamber— 
even an unreformed Second Chamber—has 
ever been given than that afforded by 
the history of that measure. If that 
measure had been passed it could never 
have been repealed except through the 
stress of something approaching to revolu- 
tion or civil war. But for the action of 
the House of Lords that measure would 
have been passed; and it would have 
been passed, as the result has proved, 
against the will of the country. The 
Government are again raising the question 
of Irish Government, but I shall be very 
much surprised to find that even this 
Government or this House of Commons 
proposes to reintroduce either the Home 
Rule Bill of 1886 or that of 1893. 


The action of this House in the case 
of the Act for the disestablishment 
of the Irish Church was a proof that 
it did not hesitate to defer to the clearly 
expressed will of the people, even when 
that will was decidedly opposed to their 
own strong convictions. I desire to call 
attention to the canon which was laid 
down in the most weighty and authorita- 
tive words by the late Lord Salisbury 
in the debate upon that measure, a 
canon which I believe this House not 
only acted upon then, but has been pre- 
pared and is still prepared to act upon 
on any similar occasion. Lord Salisbury 
said— 

“ Again, there is a class of cases, small in 
number, varying in kind, in which the nation 
must be called into counse! and must decide 
the policy of the Government. We must de- 
cide by al] we see around us, and by the events 
that are passing. We must decide, each for 
himself, upon our conscience and to the best 
of our judgment, in the exercise of that tre- 
mendous responsibility which at such a time 
each Member of this House bears, whether the 
House of Commons does or does not represent 
the full, deliberate, and sustained convictions 
of the body of the nation. But when we once 
have come to the conclusion, from all the 
circumstances of the case, that the House of 
Commons is at one with the nation, it appears 
to me—save in some very exceptional cases, 
save in the highest cases of morality, in those 
cases in which a man would not set his hand 
to a proposition though a revolution should 
follow his refusal—it appears to me that the 
occasion for the action of this House has passed 
away, that it must develve responsibility upon 
the nation, and may fairly accept the con- 
clusion at which the nation has arrived.” 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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So long as this House accepts that 
canon for its conduct I do not believe 
it can go far wrong. Cases may arise 
in which it makes mistakes in forming 
its view as to the true opinion of the 
people. It may from time to time in- 
terpose delays in necessary legislation ; 
it may cause friction irritating to the 
Party which may be in power, butit will 
never permanently obstruct the settled 
will of the nation, and it will never per- 
manently obstruct legislative reforms 
clearly and evidently desired by the 
people, even if in some cases those 
reforms may be, in its opinion, unwise. 


My Lords, that is the extent of the 
claim made by this House. This House 
has never claimed, and it does not now 
claim, to act upon its own convictions 
in defiance of the opinions either of the 
House of Commons or of the nation. 
So long as this House remains an integral 
part of the Legislature of this country 
[ trust that it will so remain in fact, as 
well as in name, and that it will continue 
to discharge those duties which are the 
true functions of any Second Chamber, 
and will use its judgment, where the 
gravity of the case requires it, to secure 
that the will, the true will, of the people 
should be ascertained, and, when it is 
ascertained, that it should be acted upon. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I can truly say that when I 
contemplated this debate, and almost 
throughout its course last night, I had no 
intention of adding to the intolerably 
long speeches which at various times I 
have addressed to your Lordships on this 
subject. But the very genial and kindly 
references made in the course of the 
debate last night to my former action 
in this matter made it appear to me, 
on reflection, unseemly to give a silent 
vote, and therefore I am anxious to ex- 
plain the grounds of my action this 
evening. I speak as a Member unen- 
cumbered by the responsibilities of either 
front bench; I speak entirely as one 
who has addressed himself in former days 
to this subject, and as one who has 
spent some forty years more or less in 
this Chamber, without having had any 
option of being a member of any other. 


Now, we have three propositions before 
us, because I regard the proposal of Lord 








| 
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Heneage as depending on that of Lord | 
Newton, and therefore I class them as one. 
And so I take, in the first place, the Bill of 
Lord Newton. I do not think we can 
express in words our indebtedness to my 
noble friend for bringing this subject 
forward. If this Bill had no other 
operation it has at least furnished an 
interesting and suggestive text for a 
debate not unworthy of the traditions 
of this House, and in itself I think it 
contains many valuable suggestions not, 
as the noble Lord himself admits, entirely 
original, but furnishing a compact code 
for the House of Lords reformer, which he 
may carry in his pocket, if he may not 
carry it elsewhere. 


I am sorry, therefore, that I am unable 
to vote for the Bill. My reason for that 
is exceedingly simple, and though some | 
noble Lords have spoken very freely of | 
their intention not to vote for the Bill I | 
do not think they have given the reason 
which I must allege for refraining from | 
doing so. My view is this, that, under 
present circumstances, a Bill of this kind 
is not a practical measure. Who can 
look at the present structure and condi- 
tion of the House of Commons and believe 
for one moment that even if the Bill 
were passed unanimously by this House 
—of which, I may say, I do not see the | 
slightest prospect—it would stand the 
least chance of securing even a First | 
Reading in the other House of Parlia- | 
ment ? I do not believe it would get be- | 
yond the Bar of the other House. I am| 
not at all sure that it would get through | 
the central lobby, such are the feelings by | 
which the majority in the House of Com- | 
mons are animated towards this highly 
respectable Assembly. And therefore | 
do not think that it comports with the | 
dignity of this House to address itself 
seriously to a measure which deals pi 
largely with its internal constitution and | 
conditions, only to send it down the wed 

| 





to be kicked out and treated with con- 
tempt by the other House of Parliament. 
That, I think, is a complete and suff- 
cient reason, whether we agree with the 
provisions of the Bill or not, for not voting 
for the Second Reading on this occasion. 
It will, I take it, be one of the documents | 
which will be put before the Select Com- 
mittee which has been moved for by my 
noble friend Lord Cawdor, and therefore 
it will receive the same examination that 
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it would receive from the Committee of 
Lord Heneage. To pass the Second 
Reading, to continue the discussion upon 
this Bill, to carry it in a practical form 
and send it down a concrete Bill, ap- 
proved by this House, to be treated with 
contumely by the other House of Parlia- 
ment, is not a course, I confess, to re- 
commend itself to me. 


Now, I come to the proposition of 
my noble friend Lord Cawdor, which I 
view with a gloomy satisfaction. I 
view it with satisfaction because *I 
have myself twice endeavoured to bring 
forward a similar proposition before 
your Lordships, and on each occasion 
I was defeated by no less than two to 
one. On the first occasion I received 
the resounding rebukes of both front 
benches. My own leaders chastened me 
with no unsparing hand, and I need hardly 
say that from the Conservative benches 
the buffets were not unequal to those 
of the Liberal front bench. On the 
second occasion I did succeed in obtaining 
the somewhat reluctant support of my 
own leaders, but I again encountered 
the stern and unbending resistance of 
Lord Salisbury, whose name we all 
remember with respect in this House. 
It is therefore with extreme satisfaction 
that I read on the Notice Paper the Motion 
of my noble friend, and feel confident 
that under these better auspices the 
Motion of which I first dreamed twenty- 
three years ago will at last be carried 
safely into port. 


I said a gloomy satisfaction. My 
gloom does not arise from any jealousy 
of the success of my noble friend as com- 
pared with that of my own futile efforts. 
That was not in my mind. My gloom 
arises from another circumstance. In 
the year 1888, when I urged this ques- 
tion upon your Lordships, I devoted the 
greatest part of my speech to urge upon 
you the question of opportunity. I 
begged of you then, when a Conservative 
Government was predominant and _all- 
powerful in both Houses of Parliament, 
not to neglect that opportunity which 
might not occur again. I was wrong ; 
it did occur again. It occurred in the 
ten years of Government which lasted 
from 1895 to 1905. Those two golden 
opportunities have been lost. I do not 
know that they will ever return. But 
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I hope, without desiring too ardently 
the success at the polls of my noble 
friends behind me (the Opposition) 
that an opportunity will recur, and that 
they will avail themselves of it if there be 
still time to reform what are, at any 
rate, the somewhat glaring anomalies 
of this House. 


Now I come to the third proposition 
on the Paper, to which, though it was 
moved by a distinguished relative of my 
own, I confess I am not able to give any 
more cordial benediction than it has 
received from other quarters. It would 
have given me unbounded satisfaction 
to pour the humble ointment of my 
praise over him, and to say that his 
Amendment both satisfied my logical 
sense and was congenial to my own 
opinions. But I confess the more I 
think of it the more it seems to me that 
that Motion has nothing whatever to do 
with the Resolutions which were moved 
from this side of the House. What have 
the relations of the two Houses to do 
with a question of strictly internal reform ? 
I want you to consider for a moment 
the analogy of the other House. The 
House of Commons has passed in the 
last eighty years three great Reform 
Bills, all for the purpose of broadening 
the basis upon which it rests, and so 
immeasurably increasing its own power. 
Suppose on each one of those occasions 
the House of Lords had demurred from 
even considering that project of reform 
until the relations between the two Houses 
had been adjusted. I should like to 
know what would have been the treat- 
ment accorded to that demand by the 
House of Commons. 


We had already a difficult position 
to maintain in dealing with those Bills 
as it was, but if the proposition of my 
noble friend the Lord President is correct, 
then the case for making that demand 
to the House of Commons is infinitely 
stronger than the demand of the House 
of Commons (which, after all, is that 
voiced by my noble friends opposite), 
to have our internal reform postponed 
to the adjustment of our relations. 
Why? You might have said to the House 
of Commons, ** You go on increasing 
your own power by this Bill, you are 
adding strength to strength, you are 
completely overshadowing us, you have 


The Earl of Rosebery. 
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entirely deranged the balance which was 
intended by the Constitution to be 
established between the two Houses; 
what compensation do you propose 
to give us for that? In what way do 
you mean to adjust the relations between 
the two Houses, so that they may remain 
as they were originally intended to be 
by the Constitution ?”’ That would have 
been a legitimate demand. But now, 
after centuries in which the House of 
Lords has existed—and existed, in my 
opinion, to its own detriment—without 
any tangible effort of reform, when it does 
pluck up its energies and resolve upon 
appointing a Committee for inquiring 
into the best means of making itself 
more efficient, down comes the Govern- 
ment, and at its back the House of 
Commons, and says, ‘“‘ No, we shall do 
nothing of the kind ; we place you under 
an exhaust receiver until we are in- 
clined to take other measures.’ 

The metaphor has often been used, and 
not unfairly used, in this discussion that 
we are engaged in an ill-assorted marriage 
with the other House of Parliament. 
Let me work that metaphor out in 
connection with this subject for a mo- 
ment. We are engaged in a singularly 


'ill-assorted marriage with the House of 


Commons at this moment. Sometimes 
it happens that, when a Conservative 
Government is in, the relations between 


| the couple are more as they should be. 


But suppose, taking that metaphor to be 
the fact, a husband were to say to a 
wife, or whichever the predominant 
partner of the marriage is—and I am 
not prepared to dogmatise on that 
subject—supposing the predominant part- 
ner were to say to the weaker partner— 
and no one denies in this House that the 
House of Commons is infinitely the pre- 
dominant partner, if only from its power 
of the purse—supposing the predominant 
partner were to say to the weaker 
partner, “I must tell you frankly that I 


| observe your endeavour to amend your 


| ways with the greatest dissatisfaction. 


| I am promoting a divorce suit against 





you ’—not improbably in an American 
Court—“ and it does not answer my 
purpose that you should amend your 
conduct so as to impede my course 
and to make the court less inclined to 
decide in my favour.” Would not the 
weaker partner be justified in replying, 
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“You are at perfect liberty, as you like, 
to endeavour to adjust our relations to 


your own special wishes, but for heaven’s | 


sike do not prevent me adjusting my- 
self!’ I honestly think that this is a 
fair definition of what the Government’s 
position is in regard to this matter. 


I think we have some right to complain 
that this ancient House, with it roots deep 
down in the past history of England, 
roots which, I do not think, are im- 
mediately likely to be wrenched up, is 
not to be afforded any opportunity of 
reconsidering its own constitution until 
the Government in its wisdom, before or 
after the Whitsuntide holidays, or some 
time in August or during an autumn 
session, whenever it may suit their purpose 
best, shall think fit to declare their in- 
tentions with regard to us. I hope my 
noble friends opposite will not object to 
my saying that their course in reference 
to this House has not been wholly free 
from ambiguity. It may remind some 
political humourist of the immortal course 
taken by Mr. Snodgrass on a famous 
occasion— 

‘Mr. Snodgrass, in a truly Christian spirit” 


—I wish to give you the exact words, 
not my own imperfect recollection— 
‘‘and in order that he might take no one 
unawares, announced in a very Joud voice that 
he was going to begin, and proceeded to take 
off his coat with the utmost deliberation.” 
It was on 20th or 21st December that 
the Prime Minister, in a speech of which 
I have no reason to complain, because I 
think it extremely probable that in his 
position in the House of Commons I 
should have wished to make the same 
speech myself, said— 

‘“The resources of the British Constitution 
are not wholly exhausted, the resources of the 
House of Commons are not exhausted, and I 
say, with conviction, that a way must be found, 
a way will be found, by which the will of the 
people expressed through their elected repre- 
sentatives in this House will be made to pre- 
vail.” 

** 4 way will be found,” says the Prime 
Minister, but months have passed over 
us and bleached our heads without any 
announcement being made. The way 
that has been found has been a sub- 
terranean way so far; I hope it will not 
prove to bea mine. But, at any rate, it is 
not, perhaps, an adequate or satisfactory 
way of dealing with a great constitutional 
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question. It has been followed by warm 
speeches which usually announced, in 
their perorations, that, though the House 
of Lords was a detestable thing in itself, 
yet there was such complete confidence 


'in the energy of the Prime Minister 
|and the plan that he had in his pocket 


that there would be no difficulty in 
it when the time came. 
This complete confidence in the Prime 
Minister has now subsided into complete 
silence and a constant series of inade- 
quate postponements. I myself, and I 
think many of your Lordships, have 
expected almost daily since the session 
began to see the Prime Minister marching 
to the bar of this House like a second 
Cromwell, followed by such civic and 
municipal attendants as he thought it 
right to engage, and, walking up to this 
table, saying, in the old spirit, “ Enough 
of this foolery” and bundling away the 
mace under his arm like an umbrella. 
As a matter of fact, we have had no 
such appearance, no such historical 
scene, no such advantage as that. We 
have only had the concrete plan of a 
well-known and eminent journalist which 
has received its meed of discussion in a 
leading article in The Times and is, I 
trust, not unworthy of a mention within 
the walls of this House. The plan pro- 
pounded was this—I think The Times 
discussed it seriously or I should not have 
thought of mentioning it—that the 
existing Members of the House of Lords, 
those who wished to continue to sit here, 
should each pay £400 a year, which 
should be devoted to finding satisfactory 
stipends of £300 to the other House of 
Parliament. That was the plan, which, 
I believe, is to be submitted to The Hague 
Conference. That would indeed have 
been a glaring and glowing exemplification 
of the old expression, ‘“ Robbing Peter 
to pay Paul.” There would have been 
two Houses—the House of Peter and 
the House of Paul. The House of 


| Peter would have been the contributory 


slave to the House of Paul. How long 
the funds would have been found ade- 
quate, how long the gentlemen who 
were prepared to pay £400 a year for 
doing nothing here and licking the feet 
of their oppressor would have lasted, 
I myself am not in a position to state ; 
but I rather think that, if the stipends 
of the House of Commons had depended 
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on the £400 a year raised from surviving 
Members of this House, they would have 
had a very meagre salary indeed. 


I am sorry to say that the Government, 
not having adopted this plan, which 
promised such commercial advantages 
to the other House, are beginning to be 
suspected of a somewhat more insidious 
and sinister strategy. There is a gradual 
suspicion growing up—I am sorry to say 
it has long lurked in the guilty recesses of 
my own mind—that the constant series 
of measures of a somewhat drastic char- 
acter affecting property which are aimost 
daily promised by the Government, and 
which, in view of the legislative em- 
barrassment in the other House, con- 
stitute somewhat of a puzzle to their 
own supporters, are not intended so 
much for the benefit of agriculture or 
of society as a whole as for the purpose 
of what I may call “ snowballing” your 
Lordships’ House. The calculation ap- 
pears to be that if enough of these 
measures are introduced and flung at the 
head of this House, even though it may 
not be possible to carry them out to a 
legislative conclusion, at last the victim, 
faint and damp and shuddering, may 
be induced to succumb. 


When we look at the record of the 
Government’s legislation on land we shall 
see that they are not wholly free from 
suspicion on this account. Last year 
English land engaged their attention. 
How did they deal with it? I remember 
very well the way in which my old 
master, Mr. Gladstone, dealt with ques- 
tions like this—the exhaustive, painful, 
conscientious inquiry with which he 
embarked on those measures, some of 
which your Lordships cid not approve, 
but which at anyrate bore the marks of 
laborious and conscientious investiga- 
tion. That is not the course of my noble 
friends opposite. Something had to be 
done, so they picked up by the wayside 
the derelict Bill of a private Member—so 
private, indeed, that, to my great regret, 
he has altogether ceased to be a Member of 
Parliament—and brought it under the 
consideration of Parliament with the 
greatest pride, as of a hen which has 
‘aid an unusually large egg, as the 
product of their own unaided ability. 
In some mysterious recess of Parliament, 
I think it was in Grand Committee, this 
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Bill, which was wholly unsuited and 
without any relation to the Scottish 
system of agriculture, was extended to 
Scotland, and there you had a British 
Land Bill passed by the Government in 
its first session. 


But that has not at all satiated their 
energies. Land is now to be dealt with 
in the second session in both countries 
again, without, so far as I know, any 
greater inquiry, any further investigation, 
or the slightest evidence of any require- 
ment for it. In Scotland there is a great 
but silent enthusiasm, which has com- 
municated itself only to the Prime 
Minister and the Lord Advocate, for a 
measure which shall extend the most 
disastrous form of agriculture known to 
mankind, the Highland crofting system, 
to the prosperous regions of the Lowlands. 
I do not say that that is altogether with- 
out support. I study the Scottish Press, 
and I find one constant and unvarying 
source of support, and only one. It is 
that which comes from those particular 
Socialists who are called the “single 
taxers,” who write ingenious letters in 
support of this measure in the western 
papers and sign themselves “ Single 
Tax.” Ido not say these measures may 
not be very good when they have been 
sufficiently revised, but I only point out 
that the constant series of introductions 
of these measures, which never seem to go 
much further in their legislative progress 
—and, after all, we are near Whitsuntide 
and little has been done—are evidence 
that the Government is rathe dispose:i to 
what I may call “snowhilliny” the 
House of Lords by measures of this kind 
than of attacking it in face and in front. 
I do not altogether blame the Govern- 
ment for this course, becaue I know 
myself from bitter experience the diffi- 
culty of dealing with the House of Lords. 
In 1895 I was extremely anxious to appeal 
to the country on the subject of the House 
of Lords, but none of my then colleagues 
were willing to address a siviilar appeal, 
and so it came to nothing. And _ all 
appeals of that kind must necessarily 
come to nothing unless you can stir the 
country sufficiently in your favour to 
make that movement irresistible. 

There is one point in this matter not 


hitherto alluded to in course of debate ; 
it is this—that whatever the measures 
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contemplated by the Government may | that I say nothing—is wholly impossible 


be, however drastic, however radica! 


they may be, they cannot be carried into | 


effect without the consent of this House | : Shee 

L. in my own | Speech has pointed out, the constitution 
’ C | : re ot + n> y 
humble efforts at reforming this House, | of this House, owing to its great hold on 


—except by a revolution. 


never ‘disguised this fact for a moment, 


that vou cannot constitutionally override | 


the will of this House except by a revolu- 
tion. There was a revolution—a sup- 
pressed revolution—in 1832; the House 
of Lords was wise, and averted it ; but you 
cannot, without a revolution, however 
peaceful, however bloodless it may be, 
overcome the resistance of this House con- 
stitutionally by the act of the other House 
merely. This point is, I suppose, familiar 
to my noble friends, and I hope they will 
bear it in mind in bringing forward their 
proposals for the revision of the relations 
between the two Houses. You cannot 
do this unaided; they must have the 
consent of this House; they must be 
able to stir up a feeling in the country to 
override the prejudices and the resistance 
of this House. 


brought before Parliament. Beyond that 
point we are not particularly concerned 


to-night with the policy of His Majesty’s | 


Government; they have no suggestions 
to make in this debate except that it is 
ill-timed, and that they have something 
to put forward at a later period. 


i bly. 


logically to be defended. 


Again, as the noble Duke in his weighty 


property, and especially on land, has 
made it distinctly a Conservative Assem- 
The noble and learned Earl last 


| night, I remember, quoted with approval 


It is for that purpose, I | 
think, these various measures have been | 


I am anxious, passing from that aspect | 
of the case, to say a few words as to the | 


deliberate conclusions I have arrived at 
in this matter after a longer study of this 
question, perhaps, than many noble 
Lords have been able to give to it. These 


conclusions are three, and I regard them | 
| question of giving the then Government 


as fundamental in the consideration of 
this question. The first consideration, I 
am afraid, will not recommend itself to 
the noble and learned Earl behind me, 
whom, I think, we heard with so much 
pleasure last night in full vigour, and in 
the echoes of whose voice I seem to think 
lingered a conviction that he was the last 
of the real Tories; and a real Tory, an 
honest Tory, and a Tory who is not 
afraid to speak his mind will always be a 


highly respectable character in any 
Assembly. But I am sorry to say I do 


not believe with him in the perfection of 


| the axiom of John Bright that if you want 
| to change the majority you must try and 
‘convince it into Liberalism. Well, I 
wish my noble friends opposite long life 
and all the prosperity that long life may 
give them as Ministers and men, but I do 
not in my wildest aspirations look for- 
ward to the day when they as live men 
will convince the House of Lords to 
Liberal opinions and bring a majority to 
that side of the House. I am afraid that 
| if ever that should happen they will be 
like the Struldbrugs in Gulliver’s Travels, 
doomed to lead a not altogether happy, 
but immortal existence. 


The next proposition which I put for- 
ward is perhaps more congenial to noble 
Lords behind me, it is this—that the 
| country, the thinking part of the country, 
would prefer a House of Lords unre- 
formed to no Second Chamber at all. I 
think no one who has watched the course 
of a general election, which turns so often 
on temporary or even trivial matters, 
would wish to see a great majority in the 
House of Commons the sole disposer of 
the liberties and conditions of life of the 
nation. I will take two cases,telling against 
each side, and I cannot be more impartial. 
There was the case of the election of 1900, 
which was certainly carried out on the 


the strength to carry the war to a success- 
ful ending, and if ever there was a clear 
mandate it was that. It was after- 
wards utilised, as all Governments have, 
I suppose, utilised elections, for purposes 
widely different from that which inspired 
the election. Again, at the last election, 
as my noble relative, I think, said last 
night, the result was due to three causes 


|—one the cry about Chinese slavery, 


this House, and am constrained to think | 


that its mainly hereditary constitution, 


another free trade, and another the 
education question. Well, there can be 
no doubt that my noble friends opposite 
will extend their mandate considerably 
beyond these matters and would be 


however well it may work in practice—of | faulty if they did not ; but no one can say 
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that the will of the nation was only 
consulted as to these special subjects 
at the general election, and that the 
representation of the country would be 
complete if there were no Second Chamber 
to check a majority so far as it can. 
I believe, then, that this House is better 
than no second Chamber at all, though 
I should like to see very considerable 
ameliorations in it. 


I am sorry to say my third conviction 
is, perhaps, more painful to the self-love 
of the Liberal Party than either of the 
others preceding it. I am convinced by 
long experience that there can be no 
reform of this House except with a 
Conservative Government in power. The 
Liberal Party do not for obvious reasons 
wish to reform the House; I always 
found that my greatest enemies to that 
reform—I am not speaking of those in this 
House—were my Liberal friends in the 
House of Commons. They feared any 
reform which would strengthen this 
House; that was the last thing they 
wished, and that is natural in view of 
the permanent constitution of this House. 
Well then, a Tory Government, or a 
Conservative Government, is the only 
Government that can carry through a 
reform of this House—but will it ? 
Is it in human nature for a Conservative 
Government to do so? When they are 
in power, what is more convenient to them 
than the constitution of this House ? 
Surely it is perfectly obvious, however 
high you may raise the political standard 
of duty, a Conservative Government, 
when it comes in, will find more pressing, 
more urgent questions to deal with than 
this problem, which in any hands must 
be a difficult and thorny one. 





But, my Lords, is there not a third 
party to this question beside the two 
great Parties in the State? It seems to 
me that there is a part of the nation 
which has a right to some consideration 
at the hands of both Parties, and of 
your Lordships as well; I mean that 
thinking part of the nation who do not 
care to concern themselves very much 
with Party politics, but take a deep 
interest in the stability of our institutions. 
Icannot doubt that the thinking part of 
the nation desires a Second Chamber, 
more efficient and more logically de- 
fensible than this, more elastic, more 
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judicial, less partisan. I said more 
elastic, perhaps I should say more 
sympathetic. This House does not seem 
to me, and it has not seemed to impartial 
observers, to be sufficiently susceptible 
to influences from the nation itself. 
There was one speaker last night, [ 
will not name him at hazard, for I might 
make a mistake, who put this immobility 
of the House of Lords as a special virtue 
and seemed to think that the more it 
resembled Stonehenge, a circle of stones 
immovable in character, impervious to 
changes of time and surroundings, the 
better the House of Lords would be. 
I cannot concur in that view of the House. 
I think of what happened recently. 
A great wave of feeling swept over the 
country—I am not going into the causes 
that brought this about—a great wave 
of feeling swept away the then Conserva- 
tive majority in the House of Commons, 
and substituted an enormous majority 
of the other Party in its place, but that 
wave of feeling left this House absolutely 
unchanged, unmoved. Some few Peers 
were, no doubt, by the prerogative of the 
Crown introduced, but one swallow does 
not make a summer, or even a few. It 
takes a long time for a new Peer to become 
acclimatised to this House, and I cannot 
honestly think that the presence of the 
new Members of the House has very 
largely leavened it in the direction of 
popular demand. 

When I say that the thinking part of the 
country would like something more 
judicial and less partisan, I think I ex- 
press what is in the minds of many Mem- 
bers of your Lordships’ House, even of 
those sitting on this side; they would 
desire to see a more judicial attitude to- 
wards large questions than is to be found 
in this House. It is a matter not of autho- 
ritity, it is almost a truism, that the House 
of Lords hibernates when a Conservative 
Government is in, and only wakens to life 
and action when Liberals come into office. 
That cannot be a safe constitution for this 
House. It cannot be one upon which you 
can firmly base a properly constituted 
Second Chamber. Of course, I know it 
will be said if a Liberal majority formed 
the permanent majority in this House we 
should hear no complaint from Liberals. 
That is perfectly true. I am perfectly 
certain that if my noble friends had be- 
hind them a party of 400 Peers they would 
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not attempt to reform this House, or re- 
adjust its relations with the other House. 
But then we should have the same com- 
plaint from the Conservative side. They 
would not be satisfied with the frame- 
work of this House, and we should be no 
better than we are at present. The 
inference I draw from what I have 
said is this—that if it be true that in 
either case there would be complaint of 
the Party character of this House, we 
should endeavour to keep out as far as 
possible the Party element from this 
high discussion with regard to our con- 
stitution and our future. It has been, I 
think, on the whole conspicuously absent 
from this debate. There has 
more freedom of vision 
of the House than I ever remember 
in a discussion of this kind. Surely, 
it is not too much to hope, after 
the discussion we have had, that the 
House will lift itself higher than the level 
of Party, to a purer atmosphere, freer 
from prejudice, but not altogether aloof 
from the views of common men upon 
this earth, and devote themselves to this 
question without political bias, and with 
a sole regard to what is due to the nation, 
to the Constitution, and to the venerable 
Assembly in which they sit. 


*Lorp COURTNEY or PENWITH: 
My Lords, I feel that in rising to address 
your Lordships for a few moments at 
this point I am at a great disadvantage. 
I cannot hope to produce anything 
analogous to the wit and the felicity of 
language of the noble Earl who has just 
addressed you. What I have to say 
will be in unstudied and dull periods. I 
am one of those who have been described 
by the noble Earl as not sufficiently 
acclimatised to this Assembly. But I 
crave your Lordships’ attention for a 
few moments while I follow up the speech 
of the noble Earl, with many of whose 
arguments I am in agreement, by ques- 
tioning its practical wisdom. 

What was really the conclusion to 
which the noble Earl arrived? It was 
that the reform of this House is most 
desirable in its own interest, that a 
Second Chamber is most desirable in the 
interest of the nation, but that reform 
can only be effected under a Conservative 
Government, and that a Conservative 


Government would never undertake the | 
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duty. In other words, we are landed by 
the noble Earl in a position of complete 
impotence. Faults and defects are con- 
fessed, but we live in such a charmed 
circle that forces which could operate 
for good in removing them will not 
operate, and those who desire to effect 
some change are powerless for the pur- 
pose. 


The first practical question before your 
Lordships this evening is the compara- 
tively narrow one, whether or not we 
should give the Bill before the House 
a Second Reading. For my part I shall 
support the Second Reading of the Bill, 
because it will go some way, though a 
way, towards a reform of this 
Chamber. The late Matthew Arnold 
once said of this Assembly— 

“The House of Lords takes up subjects 
too late, and when it takes them up it takes 
them up too feebly.” 

If your Lordships send the question to a 
Committee instead of reading the Bill 
the second time you will be expressing the 
opinion that the subject is one to talk 
about, and not one to act upon. The 
defects pointed out by the noble Earl, 
and by the noble Duke in his eloquent 
speech, which expose this House to 


| prejudice, which tend to diminish its 


authority, which make it an object of 
vulgar and ignorant talk, those very 
defects you are making permanent by 
refusing to take a step which may, at 
least, be one towards amending them. 
The noble Earl who has just sat down 
presented to the outer world the spectacle 
of a man who admits that something 
should be done, but thinks that nothing 
can be done with the machinery in hand ; 
and he proceeded to raise a new prejudice 
—I was greatly astonished at his action 
—against this House by picturing your 
Lordships as trembling almost with 
anxiety at the prospect of the sort of 
legislation which will be sent to you by 
the present Government. 


I agree with Lord Rosebery, and with 
other noble Lords who have addressed 
us, that there is nothing in the suggestion 
that the relations between the two Houses 
require reconsideration which should at 
all interfere with our undertaking now 
the question of reforming this House. 
If you improve the character of this 
House by removing the defects which 
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excite outside criticism, by dropping out 
Peers who ordinarily take no _ interest 
in the business of this House, by restrict- 
ing its numbers so as to render them 
manageable—if in this way you improve 
the constitution of this House you largely 
assist in the improvement of the relations 
between the two Houses. I deprecate 
the statement made by the noble Duke 
that what is intended is to give an 
uncontrolled and unrestricted authority 
to the House of Commons. I believe 
the majority of the House of Commons 
do not desire that; the nation does not 
desire it, and I am quite sure that His 
Majesty’s Government are not going to 
make any proposition of that kind. We 
have the famous dictum of Lord Salis- 
bury, that this House does not defer to 
the other House because a large majority 
in that House votes on a particular 
question, but defers to the predominant 
sense of the people; and it may be 
that in that way we may find a solution. 


{LORDS} 





In my view, as I have said, there is a 
danger of making permanent the attacks 
upon the House which have been de- 
nounced as vulgar by refusing to take 
a step which, small though it is, will at 
least be a step towards amendment. 
Because I wish the House to remain 
as a Second Chamber, because I wish its 
authority to be higher, and because I wish 
to clear it of the prejudice which now | 
attaches to it, I shall go readily into the | 
lobby to vote for the Second Reading of | 
the Bill. | 

| 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I know there are reasons for | 
which it is desirable that this discussion 
should not be too much prolonged, and 
I shall not long stand between your 
Lordships and the division. I should 
have risen, if for no other reason, because 
I desire to express the great pleasure 
with which we listened to the speech 
delivered by my noble friend on the 
Cross Benches, and our satisfaction that 
he should have determined, as he put it 
himself, not to give a silent vote on this 
important question, which he has made 
so much his own. 

I did not observe that some passages 
of his speech were received with equal 
rapture upon the other side of the 
House. They must, at any rate, have | 
dispelled from the mind of the Lord! 


Lord Courtney of Penwith. 
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President of the Council the idea which 
he expressed last night, that there was 
some unreality about this debate. I do 
not think I have ever listened to a 
debate in this House of which the com- 
plaint that it was unreal could less be 
made. There was certainly no sign that 
the feelings of profound alarm with 
which some of my noble friends regard 
any attempt to deal with the constitu- 
tion of this House were simulated 
feelings nor was there any trace of 
insincerity in the proposals laid before 
us by my noble friend Lord Newton and 
those who think with him, and who so 
earnestly desire that some effort should 
be made to add to the efficiency of this 
House and to increase its hold upon the 
confidence of the country. 


We have been told that this discussion 
is in some respects inopportune. I do 
not share that feeling. I know that some 
of us may think, considering the violence 
of the manner in which this House has 
lately been denounced, that there is 
something undignified in our taking up 
the question of House of Lords reform 
at such a moment. I trust your Lord- 
ships will not be deterred by any feeling 
of that kind from taking up this question 
and considering it, if you think it one 
you really ought to take up. 


Then it is suggested to us that we 
ought to await the production of the 
Government scheme. How long are 
we to wait for the production of the 
Government scheme ? The proposals of 
His Majesty’s Government are proposals 
semper cedentia retro. I do not wish to 
travel over the ground dealt with by 
my: noble friend on the Cross Benches 
or to remind your Lordships of the 
prominence given to this subject in the 
gracious Speech from the Throne, or of 
the repeated postponement of the im- 
portant announcement which we were 
led to expect. What reason is there for 
which we should await the production 
of the Government scheme ? We do not 
know what that scheme is, but we know 
what it is not. We know that it is not 
a proposal which overlaps the proposals 
of Lord Newton. That has been made 
abundantly clear. The proposal of my 
noble friend is one designed to increase 
the efficiency of your Lordships’ House ; 
the} colleagues of the noble Marquess 





— => 85 & 


a oo met ot. 








nh 





33 House of Lords 


opposite have made the public well 
aware that it is very far indeed from 
their intention to do anything of the 
kind. 

At one time I made a collection of 
those interesting obiter dicta, but they 
became so numerous that I abandoned 
the attempt to keep it up todate. But I 
do remember one of them very distinctly. 
The speech was made by Mr. Harcourt 
anl he told his hearers that what con- 
cerned the Government was that this 
House should be rendered ‘ inoperative.” 
That was the word used, so that the 
Government are really pledged to this— 
that they will not only not increase the 
efficiency of this House, but they will do 
what they can to make it inefficient. 


My feelings of alarm were certainly not 
diminished when I listened to the speech 
of the Lord President of the Council. I 
thought that the words in which he 
endeavoured to reassure us were very 
ominous words. He told us that we 
should find that the Government pro- 
posals still left the House of Lords with 
a wide field of usefulness, and either 
he or the First Lord of the Admiralty 
explained that that usefulness was to 
be found in the task of assisting the 
House of Commons. I am afraid, to 
use a simile suggested by the topics 
of the day, that your Lordships will find 
that this wide field of usefulness on closer 
inspection proves to be a very small 
holding indeed. 

In my view the moment is not an 
inopportune one for discussing these 
questions. I agree with the noble Karl 
on the Cross Benches that what we have 
to bear in mind is the manner in which 
this important question is regarded by 
the thinking part of the people of this 
country, and I believe that that thinking 
part of the people are at this moment 
very largely occupied with the problem 
of the position of this House, and I for 
one am glad that we should endeavour 
to make our contribution to the solu- 
tion of that problem. It is_ satisfac- 
tory to know that there is a very 
large amount of general agreement as 
to the lines upon which a reform of 
this kind should be dealt with. I believe 


that there is virtually no difference of 
opinion as to the necessity of a Second 
Chamber. I doubt whether on any 
|FoURTH SERIRs. | 
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platform in this country, you would be 
able to maintain the thesis that in this 
country of all countries we could do 
without a Second Chamber. We some- 
times refer to the precedents afforded 
by other countries, but I go so far as to 
say that if there were no question of 
precedent, that if this country stood 
entirely alone, it would be necessary for 
us to have a Second Chamber, and an 
efficient Second Chamber. T say thit 
for this reason, that I believe there is no 
other country in which things are left 
so absolutely and entirely at the mercy 
of the chance majority of the day. 


It is not only that the Statute-book 
is left at the mercy of that majority, 
but the very Constitution of the country 
is left at their mercy also. There is 
literally no limit to the extent to which 
what the late Lord Salisbury called the 
prerogative of destruction can be exer- 
cised by the majority of the day, and I 
am strongly under the impression that the 
danger is one which, far from diminishing, 
increases with every year that passes. 
One of our great safeguards against rash 
and ill-considered action used to be found 
in that privilege of free discussion upon 
which Englishmen so greatly pride them- 
selves, but with every session of Parlia- 
ment the limits of free discussion become 
narrower and narrower. I am not here 
tosay that the guillotine and the closure, 
both of them by the way not English 
words, may not be necessary, but I state 
the fact, and I contend that the frequent 
use of those two terrible weapons renders 
it more necessary than it ever was before 
that there should be some check upon tie 
omnipotence of the elected House of 
Parliament. 


Another practical safeguard is tending 
to disappear—I mean the control ex- 
ercised by the Minister over the legisla- 
tive programme of the session. What 
do we see? The noble Earl on the 
Cross Benches has described to vou the 
manner in which during the last few 
months measures of the utmost im- 
portance have been taken up heedlessly 
on the spur of the moment, by the 
Government of the day, in spite of the 
fact that they were not in the Govern- 
ment programme, and could not under 
any possible circumstances have received 
the previous examination which they 
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demanded. And so it comes to pass that 
the majority of the day, consisting, 
as it must often consist, largely of men 
entirely untrained to Parliamentary life, 
has at its foot the whole of the institu- 
tions ofthiscountry. I therefore assume, 
as I believe anyone may safely assume, 
that what the people of this country 
desire is that we should have a Second 
Chamber, and that it should be as 
efficient as possible for the work that is 
assigned to it under the Constitution. 


Now, what>is that work? Here, 
again, is it not fair to say that there is a 
very general agreement ? None of us 
claim that this House should have the 
power of permanently obstructing the 
will of the people of this country ; we 
claim for it that it should have the 
fullest opportunity of revising and ex- 
amining the legislation which comes to it, 
the fullest opportunity of ensuring that 
the opinion of the country has not been 
misrepresented. We want a House of 
Lords which shall stand between the 
country and a rash and ill-considered 
decision, and which shall in doing so 
have behind it in full measure the con- 
fidence of the people of this country. 

It is from that point of view that we 
ask ourselves whether the present con- 
stitution of this House is or is not capable 
of improvement. I am one of those who 
think with Lord Newton that there is 
room for improvement, and that it is our 
duty, at any rate, to investigate this 
question with an open mind, to see 
whether it is not possible to do some- 
thing to increase the efficiency of this 
House, to give it a more representative 
character, and to secure for it an even 
larger measure of public confidence than 
that which it at present obtains. I say 
that not because I believe that the 
country desires to see radical changes 
made in the constitution of the House ; 
certainly not because I believe that your 
Lordships have any reason for repenting 
of the manner in which you have lately 


dealt with measures coming from the | 


other House of Parliament; but because 

I do believe it should not be beyond our 

power to deal effectively with some 

of what I cannot help regarding as the 

imperfections of our present system. 
We have been told by speakers on 

the Government Bench that the great 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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defect of this House is that it tends to 
become an appanage, asiit is called, 
of the Conservative Party. When that 
complaint is made I ask myself what 
is the ideal Second Chamber which the 
Lord President of the Council has in his 
mind. Does he think that it would be 
possible to invent a Second Chamber 
which would always be in harmony with 
the Government of the day, no matter 
what Party may be in power? Or does 
he think that by any conceivable means 
you might have a House of Lords which 
should be Liberal when the Government 
is Conservative and Conservative when 
the Government is Liberal ? It passes 
the wit of man to conceive that any 
such arrangement should be _ possible. 
Then what is it which the noble Earl 
and those who make this complaint 
mean when they bring that charge against 
this House? Is it not simply this— 
that the House of Lords is sometimes not 
able to see eve to eye with the Govern- 
ment when the Government is a Liberal 
Government / 


I believe it, however, to be historically 
incorrect tosay that this House has con- 
stantly stood in the way of legislation 
desired by a Liberal majority in the House 
of Commons. To establish that you have 
only tolookat the legislative achievements, 
let us say, of the year 1906. His Majesty 
was advised to take credit for the long 
list of measures which' passed through 
Parliament last session. Do your Lord- 
ships imagine that those were measures 
which would have been introduced and 
passed if a Conservative Government had 
been in power? A great many were 
measures which did not at all commend 
themselves to us in this House, but we 
recognised that they came to us sup- 
ported by great weight and authority in 
another place, and we passed them, 
merely making such Amendments as were 
needed to make them worthy of a place 
on the Statute-book. 


It is, therefore, a gross misrepresentation 
of thefacts to say that this House is always 
to be found impeding and obstructing 
Liberal legislation. If your complaint is 
that we do not swallow your legislation in 
globo, then I say that you cannot devise 
any self-respecting Second Chamber which 
will be so complaisant as that. What a 
remarkable admission was made by the 
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Lord President last night when he said that 
in his view, no matter how courageously 
we amputated useless branches of this 
Assembly, no matter how vigorously we 
supplied it with new blood from outside, 
it would still remain an obstacle in the 
way of the kind of legislation which he and 
his friends desired. That point was ad- 
mirably put by the noble and learned 
Lord, Lord Robertson, whose _ brief 
speech contained as much pointed argu- 
ment and wit as I have ever heard 
collected in so short an utterance. 


What, then, are the weak points which 
we have to take into consideration? I 
should say that what the House of Lords 
most suffers from is that it does not always 
do its work so well as it might, and that it 
often seems to the public outside todo it 
less well than it does. We have in this 
Assembly a vast weight of experience and 
authority, but I admit we are not always 
successful in bringing the whole of that 
great weight of wisdom and authority 
to bear upon the subjects which come 
before us. And this House is not entirely 
to blame for that. To my mind that result 
has been largely due to the conduct of the 
Government of the day. There has been 
constantly denied to this House the oppor- 
tunity, to which it is entitled, of dealing 
carefully and deliberately with measures 
brought to it from the other House. 
That has been a crying evil in the past, 
and we on this side cannot divest our- 
selves of some responsibility in the 
matter; but never within the recollec- 
tion of any Peer has that scandal been 
allowed to rise to such proportions as it 
reached at the end of the last session. 
At this moment we are threatened 
with a recurrence of that scandalous 


state of things—a recurrence which can | 


scarcely fail to be upon an even more 
formidable scale. You have only to 
look at the programme of legislation 


announced at the beginning of this, 
boycott 


session, to consider the progress which has 
been made with that programme, and the 
fact that we have already almost arrived 
at the Whitsuntide holidays, and then to 
ask yourselves what chance there is of the 
business of the year coming before us 
either this summer or in an autumn 
session under circumstances which will 
tender it possible for us to cope with it in 
adecent manner. I hope that is one of 
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the questions which will be covered by 
the reference to the Committee proposed 
by my noble friend Lord Cawdor. 


Looking in other directions, I hope 
the Committee will be able to devise some 
means of regularising the practice under 
which the work of the House is practically 
transacted by a limited number of 
Peers who make it their business to keep 
in touch with public affairs. Tomy mind, 
if this House has suffered in publ ¢ estima- 
tion, this has been largely due to the ap- 
parent indifference of so large a number of 
the Members of your Lordships’ House. I 
am not going to suggest that the whole 
600 Members should be here night after 
night, but I do say that public opinion 
isshocked when upon rare occasions what 
[ may call “the regular forces” are 
reinforced by “the territorial army ”’ that 
obeys the summons of my noble friend 
Lord Waldegrave. 


[ have always been one of those 
who have been glad to see this 
House reinforced from time to time by 
the addition of life Peers. A large 
amount of new blood comes to us 
from time to time, and adds usefully to 
our ability to transact our business. But 
it is added in a somewhat haphazard 
fashion, and it may sometimes be said that 
the services rendered by those who are 
thus made recipients of the highest 
honour are not always so obvious as they 
might be to the public outside. 


To-night we have to choose between 
two policies. The policy of the Govern- 
ment is, as I understand it, that these 
anomalies, the existence of which they 
do not deny, should remain uncorrected. 
They desire that these anomalies should 
continue to exist, and that they should 
be available as part of the stock-in-trade 
of the frequenters of public platforms. 
They are accordingly, unless I misunder- 
stood the noble Earl opposite, going to 
the Committee which Lord 
Cawdor desires to have appointed. On 
the other hand, they have concealed 
either in the recesses of their minds or in 
the pigeon-holes of their Departments, 
some scheme which shall greatly restrict 
the powers of this House, and presumably 
convert it from being a Chamber with 
powers analogous to those of the other 
Honse into so neching which I have heard 
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described as little better than a debating 
club. 


Our policy is surely the wiser one. 
We do not see our way to support the 
Second Reading of Lord Newton’s Bill, 
although I for one welcome the courage- 
ous attempt he has made to grapple with 
the question. But there are features in 
his Bill which would not be acceptable to 
many of your Lordships, and I think 
we should approach the question with a 
better chance of dealing with it satis- 
factorily if we take the step advised by 


Lord ‘Cawdor, and refer the whole 
question, including the Bill, to a 
specially appointed Committee. As 
to the spirit in which that inquiry 


should be approached, I agree with 
every word that fell from my noble 
friend on the Cross Benches. I trust 
that the Committee will address them- 
selves to their task with a feeling not 
that they are called upon to invent a new 
constitution for the House of Lords, but 
they are to deal—and to deal respect- 
fully—with an ancient institution which 
has done much good in the past, which, I 
believe, has a large hold upon the confi- 
dence and good will of this country 
and the position of which we on this 
side of the House, at any rate, desire to 
strengthen as far as we can. 


*THeE LORD PRIVY SEAL (The M r- 
quess of Rrpon): My Lords, the noble 
Marquess who has just sat down has 
intimated to us that there are reasons 
which render it desirable that this debate 
should be brought to an early conclusion. 
I therefore find myself in a position not 
altogether free from difficulty, because I 
should have liked to make some observa- 
tions upon the remarkable speech of my 
noble friend on the Cross Benches, and 
particularly that strange imagination 
which led him to say, in his picturesque 
language, that the Government are en- 
gaged in “snowballing” this House. 
But time will not permit that I should 
follow him in that portion of his speech, 
and I will therefore refrain from doing so. 


“ec 


One point which struck me in the whole 
course of this debate was the complete 
and rapid conversion of noble Lords 
opposite to opinions which they have 
always hitherto repudiated. If you look 
back “at the history of the attempts 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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which have been made in this House 
from time to time to do something to 
improve its constitution, you will find 
that they have been one and all repudi- 
ated by noble Lords opposite at the time. 
From the day when this House, iby 
what I have always thought was scarcely 
a constitutional proceeding, refused to 
allow Lord Wensleydale under a patent 
of a life Peer to take his seat here, down 
to the time when they were deaf to the 
siren voice of my noble friend on the 
Cross Benches; to the time when they 
actually set aside and repudiated the 
small proposals of their own great Leader 
and forced Lord Salisbury to abandon 
them, and down to the present moment, 
they have always been opponents of 
reform in this House. I am not an 
opponent of the reform of this House; 
the ground upon which we object to the 
course which is now being taken is that 
we think that your Lordships are about 
to engage in this inquiry without that 
full knowledge of all the circumstances 
of the case which will enable vou to come 
to a satisfactory conclusion. 

We are very much indebted to Lord 
Newton for having brought this pro- 
posal before us, but I think that the 
present moment is inopportune. While 
I firmly believe that Lord Newton does 
desire the reform of this House, and while 
I recollect that he gave public notice 
of his intention to deal with this question 
in the present session before this session 
began, I am bound to say I do not 
think the same eager zeal has been 
manifested by others. There was one 
noble and learned Lord who spoke man- 
fully, as he always does, of his opinions, 
but most of the others who have spoken 
in favour of reform, and particularly 
the noble Marquess who has just sat 
down, were very cautious as to what 
they said. The noble Marquess appeared 
to me to defend that which is the fore- 
front evil of the present constitution 
of this House—that is to say, that the 
vast and overwhelming majority here 
is of one Party. I do not want to use 
strong language, but I venture to say 
that is a state of things that is utterly 
intolerable; it is completely out of 
date, and it has nothing to do with the 
present temper of the country and of 
public opinion. It is that great evil, 
amongst others, that requires reform. 
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But why do we ask you not to under- 


take this work at this moment? It is| 


not because we do not wish noble Lords 
to reform this House; it is because, in 


the circumstances of the present moment, | 


you have not, and you cannot have, the 


whole of the materials before you upon | 
which you ought to form a judgment. | 


When the proposals of the Government 
are made in the House of Commons with 
reference to the mode of dealing with 
differences between the two Houses, 
then your Lordships will see how you 
can best deal with those proposals and 
fit them in your scheme of constitutional 
reform if they commend themselves to 
your Lordships. It is surely admitted 
that it is a great evil that important 
measures should be lost by differences 
between the two Houses. 

There are only two modes by which 
that question can be brought toa solution. 
One is by some arrangement for settling 
differences at the time and at once, 
and the other is by the process of a dissolu- 
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| question that had to be decided at the 
| last general election; and we have been 
| told that there were three great ques- 
| tions before the country. Supposing that 
you insisted upon a dissolution, and 
| public business was checked until it 
| was brought about, do you really think 
you could have a sort of referendum 
at a general election ? When the general 
election was over it would be easy to 
say, “ This was not the question that 
was submitted to the electors, it was 
that.” It is not only an objectionable 
method of settling questions of this kind, 
it is a method which in many cases 
would settle nothing at all. Therefore we 
feel that you should wait until you know 
what are the principles of the proposals 
of the Government in regard to differences 
| between the two Houses, and then, 
| with full knowledge of the facts of the 
case, proceed upon the inquiry which 
you desire. 





Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, I do not 


tion. That is really what is in the minds | rise for the purpose of exercising the right 


of a large majority of this House—that | 


the people should have an opportunity 
of expressing their opinion upon measures 
of which you do not approve. What you 
mean, practically, is that this House 
should be able to force a dissolution. 
I venture to say that is no part of the 
function of this House. I cannot admit 
a remedy of that kind, a remedy which 
you can put in force whenever you 
please. So long as there is in this House 
a permanent majority of one Party you 
cannot expect a Liberal Government, 
or the House of Commons, to permit 
you to have a claim to force a dissolu- 
tion whenever you please. You know 
that the time would come when the 
majority in this House would think an 
advantageous period had arrived for a 
dissolution, and the result would pro- 
bably be that they would strive, by 
throwing out some measure, to force 
that dissolution upon the country. That 
is a process to which His Majesty’s 
Government can give no aid; it is a 
process which they feel bound, on behalf 
of the country, to resist; and it is 
a process fraught with the greatest in- 
convenience and wholly unsatisfactory 
in its probable results. 

We have had in the course of this 
discussion allusions to what was the 


of reply, but rather for the purpose of 
meeting what I believe to be the general 
desire of the House. I ask your Lord- 
ships leave to withdraw the Bill. My 
reason for doing so is not that I am con- 
vinced by the arguments of my oppo- 
nents, but that I rely upon the assurances 
of my noble friend the Leader of the 
Opposition that the proposals in this Bill 
will be considered before the Committee. 
I do not profess to consider the appoint- 
ment of this Committee an absolutely 
ideal solution of the question, but I am 
not going to stand upon forms. I will 
endeavour to console myself with the 
fact that this Committee is better than 
nothing at all, and, so far as I know, 
nobody before me has succeeded in ob- 
taining even that concession. 


Motion for the Second Reading, and 
Bill (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


Eart CAWDOR: I beg to move my 
Motion. 


Moved, “ That a Select Committee be 
appointed to consider the suggestions 
which have from time to time been made 
for increasing the efficiency of the House 
of Lords in matters affecting legislation, 
and to report as to the desirability of 
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adopting them either in their original or 
in some modified form.—(Kari Cawdor.) 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): I beg 
to move the Amendment standing in my 
name on the Paper. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out all the words after the word 
‘ That ’ and to insert the words, ‘in the opinion 
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of this House it is not expedient to proceed 
with the discussion of various proposals for 
reforming the constitution of this House until 
provision has been made for an effective method 
of settling differences which may arise between 
this House and the other House of Parlia- 
ment.’ "—(The Earl of Crewe.) 


On Question, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Question,” their Lordships divided :— 
Contents, 198; Not-Contents, 46. 


CONTENTS. 


Lindsey, E. 
Lucan, E. 
Lytton, E. 
Manvers, E. 
Morley, E. 
Morton, E. 


Canterbury, L. Abp. 


Norfolk, D. (2. Warshal.) 
Bedford, D. 

Devonshire, D. 

Grafton, D. 
Northumberiand, D. 
Richmond and Gordon, D. 
Rutland, D. 

Wellington, D. 


Munster, E. 
Northbrook, E. 
Orford, E. 
Saint Germans, 
Scarbrough, E. 
Shrewsbury, E. 
Stamford, E. 
Stanhope, E. 


+ 


Stradbroke, E. 


Abercorn, M. (D. Abercorn.) 
Ailesbury, M. 

Bath, M. 

Camden, M. 

Hertford, M. 

Lansdowne, M. 

Salisbury, M. 

Winchester, M. 

Zetland, M. 


Verulam, E. 


Wharnclifie, E. 
Amherst, E. 
Ancaster, E. 
Brownlow, E. 
‘airns, E. 
‘amperdown, E. 


( Cross, V. 
( 

Carlisle, E. 

( 

( 


Falkland, V. 
Halifax, V. 
Hardinge, V. 
Hill, V. 


‘arnwath, E. 
‘atheart, E. 
Cawdor, E. 
Clarendon, E. more. ) 
Cranbrook, E. Iveagh, V. 
Dartmouth, E. Knutsford, VY. 
Darnley, E. Milner, V. 
Dartrey, E. | Ridley, V. 
De La Warr, E Selby, V. 
Denbigh, E. 
Derby, E. 
Devon, E. 
Doneaster, E. (D. Buscleuch 
and Quee nsbe rry.) 
Drogheda, E. 
Ducie, E. 
Dudley, E. 
Egerton, E, 
Feversham, E. 
Fitzwilliam, E. 
Fortescue, E. 
Halsbury, E. 
Hardwicke, E. 
Harewood, E. 
Harrington, E. 
Jersey, E. 
Kilmorey, E. 


Bangor, L. Bp. 


Abinger, L. 

| Addington, L. 
A.ington, L. 
Allerton, L. 
Alverstone, L. 

| Ampthill, L. 

| Ashbourne, L. 
Ashcombe, L 

| Atkinson, L. 
Avebury, L. 
Barnard, L. 
Barrymore, L. 


| Belper, L. 
Biddulph, L. 


Mount Edgcumbe, E. 


—_ 


Vane, E. (WU. Londond: rry.| 
Waldegrave, E. [Veller.] 


Westmorland, E. 


| Churchill, V. [Zeller] 
Colville of Culross, V. 


Hutchinson, V. 


Belhaven and Stenton, L. 


Blythswood, L. 
Boyle, L. (2. Cork and Orrery.) 
Braye, L. 
| Brougham and Vaux, L. 
Burton, L. 
Carysfort, L. (2. 
Cheylesmore, L. 
| Clements, L. (£2. Leitrim.) 
Clinton, L. 
Colchester, L. 


Carysfort.) 


B. Crofton, L. 


Dawnay, L. (V. Dow 

De L’Isle and Dudley, L 

De Mauley, L. 

De Saumarez,: t. 

Deramore, L. 

Desborough, L. 

Dormer, L. 

Douglas, L. (£. Hon 

Dunmore, L. (2. Dunmore.) 

Ellenborough, L. 

Faber, L. 

Forester, L. 

Gage, L. (V. Gage.) 

Hare, L. (£. Listowel. 

Harris, L. 

Hatherton, L. 

Hawke, L. 

Hay, L. (£. Kinnow. 

Heneage, L. 

Hindlip, L. 

Hothtield, L. 

Hylton, L. 

Inverclyde, L. 

Kelvin, L. 

Kenry, L. (2. Dunraven ant 
Mount-Ear/.) 

Kenyon, L. 

Kesteven, L. 

Kintore, L. (£. Aintore.) 

Knaresborough, L. 

| Lawrence, L. 

| Leconfield, L. 

| Leigh, L. 
Llangattock, L. 
Macnaghten, L. 
Manners, L. 
Meldrum, L. (WU. Huntly.) 
Middleton, L. 
Monson, L. 
Montagu of Beaulieu, L. 
Monteagle, L. (.W. Sligo.) 
Monteagle of Brandon, L 
Mount Stephen, L. 


(£. Donough- 
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Mowbray, L. 

Muncaster, L. 

Muskerry, L. 

Newton, L. 

North, L. 

Oriel, L. (V. Massereene.) 
Oranmore and Browne, L. 
Ormathwaite, L. 

Playfair, L. 

Poltimore, L. 

Ponsonby, L. (£. Besshorough.) 
Ranfurly, L. (2. Runfurly.) 
Rathmore, L. 

Ravensworth L. 
Redesdale, L. 

Revelstoke, L. 


Robertson, L. 


Rosmead, L. 
| St. Levan, L. 
| Saltoun, L. 
Sanderson, L. 
j Sandys, L. 
Seaton, L. 


| Sinelair, L. 


Stalbridge, L. 
Stanmore, L. 


{7 May 1907} 
| Ritchie of Dundee, L. 
Rosebery, L. (2. Rosebery.) 
Rothschild, L. 


| St. Oswald, L. 


Shute, L. (V. Barrington.) 


Somerhill, L. (WU. Clanricarde.) 


Tohacco Bill. 46 
Stewart of Garlies, L. (2. 
Galloway.) 
Sudley, L. (2. Arran.) 
Suffield, L. 
Templemore, L. 
Tennyson, L. 
Teynham, L. 
Tweeddale, L. (WU. T'weeddale.) 
| Tyrone, L. (.U. Waterford.) 
Wemyss, L. (£. Wemyss.) 
Wenlock, L. 
Willoughby de Broke, L. 
Wolverton, L. 
Wynford, L, 


NOT-CONTENTS., 


Aberdare, L. 
Allendale, L. 
Boston, L. 
Brassey, L. 
Burghclere, L. 
Colebrook, L. 
Coleridge, L. 


Loreburn, L. (ZL. Chanecilor.) 
rewe, E. (L. President.) 


Ripon, M. (LZ. Privy Seal.) 





Beauchamp E. 
arrington, &. 
hestertield, E. 
hichester, E. 
raven, E. 
Kimberley, E. 
Portsmouth, E. 


Elgin, L. (2. 
cardine.) 
Eversley, L. 


(Hantawe, L. 


» 


Russell, E. 

len E [Leller.] 
Hamilton of 

Esher, \ Haversham, L. 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and 


ordered accordingly. 


IRISH TOBACCO BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 


ing read. 


Lorp ORANMORE anp BROWNE: 
My Lords, at this late hour I will not 
detain you for more than a minute in 
moving the Second Reading of this Bill. 
The object of the measure is to repeal the 
law which prohibits the growing of 
tobacco in Ireland. It is an extremely 
short Bill of only two operative clauses. 
The first provides for the repeal of the 
present Act prohibiting the growing of 
tobacco in Ireland, and gives power for 
the imposition of an excise duty. The 
second clause authorises the growth of 
tobacco for experimental purposes. The 


Dunning, L. (L. Pollo.) 
Elgin and Kin- 


Fitzmaurice, L. 
Granard, L. (2. Granard.) 


Dalzell, L. 


Headley, L. 

Joicey, L. 

Knollys, L. 

O’ Hagan, L. 
Overtoun, L. 

Pirrie, L. 

Reay, L. 

Rendel, L. 
Ribblesdale, L. [{Tedler.] , 
Sandhurst, L. 

Saye and Sele, L. 
Sefton, L. (2. Sefton.) 
Stanley of Alderley, L. 
Tweedmouth, L. 
Wandsworth, L. 
Weardale, L. 

Welby, L. 
Winterstoke, L. 


Bill has passed through the House of 
Commons with the unanimous consent 
of Irish Members, both Nationalist and 
Loyalist, and I believe it has the friendly 
support of His Majesty’s Government. 
I hope, therefore, it will commend 
itself to your Lordships. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—(Lord Oranmore and Browne.) 


Eart BEAUCHAMP: His Majesty’s 
Government offer no opposition to the 
passage of this Bill, which they regard 
with entire neutrality. 


On Question, Bill read 2%, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Eight o’clock, 
till To-morrow, _half-past 
Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 7th May, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILLSBUSINESS. 





Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil Junction 
Railway Bill; Great Yarmouth Port 
and Haven Bill.—Read the Third time, 
and passed. 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
Bill (by Order); Cardiff Railway Bill 
(by Order); Leith Harbour and Docks 
Bill (by Order).—Orders for Second 
Reading, read and discharged: Bills 
withdrawn. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill—‘ To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Barnstaple, Coventry, 
Honiton, and Wallasey,” presented by 
Dr. Macnamara; supported by Mr. 
Burns; read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 178.] 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 2). 

Mr. Soames reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 2 of Railway Bills; 
That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till 
Thursday, at Two of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to :—London 
Government Scheme (Southwark Borough 
Market) Bill; Gas Companies (Removal 
of Sulphur Restrictions) Bill; Basing- 
stoke Gas Bill: without Amendment. _ 


That they have passed a Bill, in- 
tituled, “An Act for transferring to 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners the 
endowments of the rectory of Sutton 
Coldfield, in the county of Warwick, 
and for providing for the re-endowment 
ofjthe said rectory and for the application 


of the income and capital of the trans- , 
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ferred endowments; and for other 

| ecclesiastical purposes.” [Sutton Cold- 
| field Rectory Bill [Lords]. 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 


| 


consolidate, with amendments and addi- 


' tions, the provisions of the Acts relating 


| to the Tees Valley Water Board.” 


[Tees 


| Valley Water (Consolidation) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
transfer the powers of the Kendal Fell 
Trustees to the Mayor, Alderman, and 
Burgesses of the borough of Kendal: 
to unite the townships within the borough 
into one parish; to abolish certain 
differential rating; and for other pur- 
poses.” [Kendal Corporation Bill 


[ Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to con- 
fer further powers on the Western 
Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage 
Board: to make the Bedwellty and 
Tredegar Urban District Councils con- 
stituent authorities: and for other 
purposes.” [Western Va'levs (Mon- 
mouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill [Lords]. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
to authorise the Metropolitan Railway 
Company to establish and regulate a 
pension fund; and for other purposes.” 
[Metropolitan Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [Lords]. 


Sutton Coldfield Rectory Bill [Lords]: 
Tees Valley Water (Consolidation) Bill 
[Lords]: | Kendal Corporation Bill 
[Lords]; Western Valleys (Monmouth- 
shire) Sewerage Board Bill [Lords]; 
Metropolitan Railway (Pension Fund 
Bill [Lords].—Read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, for alteration: 
to lie upon the Table. 

GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Petition from Kirriemuir, 

to lie upon the Table. 


against ; 
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LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) | 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from  Kirriemuir, 
to lie upon the Table. 


against ; 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Barry, in favour; to} 
lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against:—From  Cottered ; 
Cowley St. John; Forest Gate; Headon 
with ‘Upton ; Kensington ; Lichfield ; | 
Windsor; and, Woolwich; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF MAIN- 
TENANCE). 
Petitions for legislation :—From 
Leicester; and, Llanelly; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SMALL HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Forfar, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

WEEKLY REST DAY BILL. 

Petition from London, in favour; to 

lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ (IRE- 
LAND) PENSION FUND. 

teturn [presented 6th May]; 

printed. [No. 139.] 


to be 


COLLEGE CHARTER ACT, 1871 (COL- 
LEGE OF SCIENCE AT SOUTH 
KENSINGTON. 

Copy presented, of application received 
from the Board of Education for the 
establishment of a College of Science 
and Technology at South Kensington, 
referred by His Majesty in Council for 
the Consideration and Report of a 
Committee of His Majesty’s Most 
Honourable Privy Council; — together 
with a Copy of the draft of the Charter 
applied for [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
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3774 to 3776 (by Command]; to lie 


upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT). 

Presented, relative thereto [Address 
2nd May; Sir Henry Fowler]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 140]. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Reinstatement of Irish Evicted Tenant— 
Case of Patrick Collins. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


| of Ireland whether he is aware that the 


present occupier of a farm on the Saugh- 
ton Estate, in the county of Cork, from 
which Patrick Collins was evicted, has 
consented to surrender the holding to 
Collins; that this farm has been visited 
by three inspectors from the Estates 
Commissioners ; that these Reports were 
favourable to the reinstatement of the 
evicted tenant Collins; and that the 
present occupier and the evicted tenant 
were both satisfied with the terms sug- 
gested by the several inspectors; and, 
will he say what is the cause of the delay 
in restoring the evicted tenant to his 
old holding. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners understand that the occu- 
pying tenant of the holding from which 
Patrick Collins was evicted is willing to 
surrender the farm on the terms sug- 
vested by them, and arrangements are 
now being made for the reinstatement of 
Collins and for giving him assistance by 
way of free grant as soon as he receives 
possession. 


Transfer of Postman Thomas Connolly, of 
Castle Street, Antrim. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan. 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General if 
an application for transfer has been 
received from Thomas Connolly, postman, 
Castle Street, Antrim ; how long has the 
applicant been in his present appoint- 
ment; when did he first apply for a 
transfer; and will he be considered in 
connection with the first vacancy. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | An application for transfer, dated the 
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21st of November, 1905, has been recetved 
from Thomas Connolly, who was ap- 
pointed to his present and first situation 
as postman on the 13th of July, 1903. 
His application will be considered in 
connection with any vacancies which may 
occur at the towns to which he desires 
transfer. But he has no claim to a 
transfer, and, owing to the claims of local 
candidates at the offices referred to and of 
other established applicants for transfer, 
there is, I regret to say, little or no 
prospect of his request being complied 
with at present. 


Appointment to Birr Postmastership. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he can state, with reference to the recent 
vacancy in the postmastership of Birr 
and the invitation in respect of this 
vacancy, the number of applications 
received ; how many came from officers 
serving in Ireland, England, and Scot- 
land, respectively ; whether he can state 
the length of service and previous experi- 
ence of the officer appointed; whether 
the appointee was the senior of those 
applying; and, if not, whether he can 
state the length of service of the most 
senior official from whom an application 
was received serving in Ireland, England, 
and Scotland, and to what offices at- 
tached. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) As 


[ have already informed the hon. Mem- 
customary to publish | 


ber, it not 


particulars of the applications received. 


1S 


Postal Facilities in Kilkenny and 
Castlecomer. 


‘COMMONS} 








Mr. MEAGHER (Kilkenny, N.): To} 
ask the Postmaster-General if he is 


aware that a parcel posted in Kilkenny | 


on Friday afternoon will not be delivered 
in Castlecomer, ten miles distant, until 
the following Monday; and whether. 
in view of the inconvenience to the 
traders of Kilkenny and Castlecomer, 
and to the public generally, anything 
will be done, either by reverting to the 
old system or providing fresh facilities, 
to expedite communication between both 
centres. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
I am making inquiry on this subject, and 
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will acquaint the hon. Member with the 
result. 


Merchant Shipping Bill—Hearing of 
Counsel at the Committee Stage. 

MR. J. DEVLIN (Belfast, W.): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the question of 
tonnage has recently been thoroughly 
investigated by several Committees and 
a Commission at great cost to the shipping 
interests involved ; and that, in the case 
of the Merchant Shipping Bill, the 
cross-Channel companies are agreed in 
opposing counsel being heard at the 
Committee Stage because of the cost 
which it would involve; whether he 
aware that in the case of harbour author'- 
ties the cost of counsel is defraved by the 
port; and whether, in view of these 
circumstances, he will undertake to 
advise that counsel should not be heard 
at the Committee Stage of the Bill. 


is 


Mr. J. DEVLIN : To ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether, i 
nection with the proposed Bill to a 
Section 78 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, he has considered the question 
of exempting from its operation cross- 
Channel steamers at present in 
mission, a number of which, at present 
engaged in traffic between Irish and 
English ports, being of a new type and 
constructed quite recently under Board 
of Trade supervision, affording incré ased 
facilities and comfort to the travelling 
public, and built at an increased cost, in 
good faith that the additional expenditure 


con- 


mend 





would not be saddled with an extra tax, 
| 
| and 


seeing that these cross-Channel 
th 


steamers are already handicapped wit 


| legislation and competition, he has con- 


sidered that these steamers use ports that 
they run to daily and are liable for dues 
each time, whereas other 
steamers can stay in port for days or wee 
and only pay the same amount in duties 
that the cross-Channel steamers do every 
day; whether he aware that the 
regular cross-Channel steamers pay from 
six to twelve times heavier dues to the 
port authorities than other classes of 
steamers, and that at Belfast the cross- 
Channel steamers contribute the major 
portion of the revenue of the port while 
occupying a small portion of the quays ; 


ot 
| 


KD 


classes 


is 





02 


he 
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and whether, in view of all these cir- 
cumstances, he will undertake that the 
provisions of the new Bill will apply only 
to such steamers as are built in the 
future, and not to those at present in 
commission, or otherwise consider the 
advisability of altering the term sixty to 
sixty-five in the new Bill. 


(dnswered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) I 
will reply together to the two Question 
the hon. Member has on the Paper. I 
am quite aware of the circumstances to 
which he calls attention, and I have had 
: conference with the representatives of 
the several interests concerned in the 
(rovernment Tonnage Bill now before this 
House, which has resulted in what I hope 
may prove a satisfactory (although not 
quite unanimous) compromise. The terms 
of this agreement will appear in Amend- 
ments which I propose to put on the 
Paper, and which I think will be found 
to yo far towards meeting the points 
raised by the hon. Member. 


The Bankruptcy of the State Banking 
Corporation, Limited. 

Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER (Liverpool, 
Everton): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he has received the 
Report of the official receiver on the 
public examination of the directors of 
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positions to officers serving in the De- 
partment. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
Answer to the first part of the Question 
isin the negative. The Board of Customs 
inform me that they have no such pro- 
posal under consideration. As regards 
that part of the Question which concerns 
Commander Graham, I have nothing to 
add to my reply of the 27th March last 
to the hon. Member for Gravesend.t 


Cavan Land Appeal Cases. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say when 
the decisions will be delivered of the land 
appeal cases heard at Cavan, on the 
15th January last, for the information 
of those tenants whose rents are now 
demanded. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Land 


Commission expect that judgment will 


| be given in about thirty of the cases 


the State Banking Corporation, Limited ; | 
and if he intends to take any steps in | 


regard to the prosecution of the late | 


directors for misfeasance. 


‘Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
teport of the official receiver on the 
public examination of the directors of 
the State Banking Corporation, Limited, 


has been received and is receiving the | 


careful consideration of the Board of 


Trade. 


Naval Officers and the Customs Staff. 
Mr. CLYNES (Manchester, N.E.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 


| referred to in the course of next week. 


As to the remaining cases, it is expected 
that the assessor will have completed 
his Reports in the course of the next ten 


| days, whereupon the cases will be con- 


he is aware that thirty-two commanders | 


and lieutenants of the Royal Navy are 
to be appointed to superior positions 
in the Customs staff; 
qualifications for appointments ; and are 
such apointments, together with that of 
Commander Graham, in accordance with 
the Goschen minutes, which guaranteed 


what are their | 


sidered by the Judicial Commissioner, and 
judgment will follow. 


Ordnance Survey Travelling Expenses. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether military 
warrants are issued to the railway and 
shipping companies for the conveyance 
of soldiers and civilians employed on the 


Ordnance Survey; and whether the 
charges for the conveyance of those 
passengers are debited against Army 


Votes. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Military warrants are issued for the con- 
veyance of soldiers belonging to the 
Survey Companies of Royal Engineers 
only in connection with their military 
training, and the charges are debited to 
Army Funds. Conveyance in connec- 
tion with survey duties is arranged for by 
the Director General of Ordnance Survey, 
a separate form of warrant, chargeable 


t See (4) Debates, clxxi., 1816-7. 
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against the Survey Vote, being issued 
for the conveyance. 


New Army Scheme and the Permanent 
Staff of the Auxiliary Forces. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for War what arrangements he proposes 
to make as regards the adjutants and 
sergeant-instructors on the permanent 
staff of Militia, Yeomanry, and Volunteer 
regiments upon their dissolution under 
the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill 
to prevent hardship; and if he will take 
care that they have at least twelve months 
notice of any intention to dispense with 
their services or the equivalent in cash. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
I am not at present prepared to state 
in detail how the officers and non- 
commissioned officers now serving on the 
permanent staff of the Auxiliary Forces 
will be affected under the Bill, but the 
hon. and gallant Member may rest 
assured that everv consideration possible 
will be accorded to them. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Night Training on Warships. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can state the average number 
of complete nights spent under way at 
sea since the beginning of the year to 


the last day of April by the battleships | 


which have been continuously in com- 
luission with nucleus crews,  viz., 
“ Magnificent,” ‘ Centurion,” ‘“ Majestic,” 
“Glory,” and “ Empress of India,” which 
now form part of the Home Fleet. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
AUTY (Mr. Epmunp Ropertson, Dun- 
dee): It has not been considered 
practicable to give night training at sea 
to any considerable extent to nucleus 
crews which only comprised two-fifths of 
a ship's complement. This was one of 
the reasons for manning ships of the 
Home Fleet with a larger percentage of 
their full complement. The period to 
which the hon. Member's question refers 
is one of transition, and the Home Fleet 
is only now about to commence its first 
combined cruise. No figures can there- 
fore yet be given. 
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Royal Marine Artillery and Light 
Infantry. 
Mr. G. GREENWOOD (Peter- 


borough) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether, in view of the 
fact that, under the new scheme of 
training, the officers for the Royal Marine 
Artillery and Royal Marine Light In- 
fantry will commence their duties at 


| about twenty-three years of age as 
captains, and there will only be a 
sufficient number of such officers for 


captains’ duties, he can state if any other 
source of supply will be available, except 


| Warrant ofticers, to do the duties of 
| subalterns. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 


details of the scheme have not yet been 
settled as regards the point mentioned 
in the Question. But I must guard 
myself against the assumption that the 
number of future lieutenants (M) will 
only be sufficient for the duties now 
performed by captains of Royal Marines 


Rosyth. 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether the adjustment of 
the prices for the naval base at Rosyth 
was negotiated by the Admiralty officials 
themselves ; whether independent valua- 
tions were previously obtained, and who 
were the independent valuators and what 
were the amounts of these valuations ; and 

| whether these valuations recommended 
the payment by the nation of about 
£100,000 (and an additional sum for 
minerals) for 911 acres, which were 
rented at the time of purchase at the 
annual sum of £1,288 15s. in the case of 
the lands purchased from Lord Linlithgow 
and of similar sums for the smaller 
purchase from a neighbouring proprietor. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I 
understand that the adjustment of prices 
was not negotiated by Admiralty officials. 
Independent valuation was previously 
obtained, the valuators being Sir Thomas 
Binnie and Mr. J. Campbell Murray. 
| Lord Linlithgow’s property was valued 
| by them at £91,920, exclusive of 
minerals, and Mr. Newton’s property at 
| £20,811, including minerals. The price 
for the minerals on Lord Linlithgow’s 
estate was settled by arbitration at 
£12,250. In all cases the prices paid 

' were recommended for acceptance by the 
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independent valuators after considerable 
negotiation. 


Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College): Were 
the negotiations for Rosyth initiated 
before any suggestion was made to the 
Australian Governments to increase the 
Marquess of Linlithgow’s salary ¢ 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
the matter was one dealt with by the last 
Government. 


Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): In view of the increase in the 
value of adjoining property owing to the 
establishment of Rosyth as a_ naval 
station, will any endeavour be made to 
secure any part of that increased value 
for the State, so as to help pay the large 
prices 





*Mr SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Notice should be given of that Question. 


Horses for the Army. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER -GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, in 
view of the rapid increase of automobile 
traffic, the consequent decrease of horses, 
and the certainty of shortage in the 
event of war, he will take steps to cope 
with the difficulty. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Hatpane, Haddington) : 
As I informed the hon. Member for the 
Oswestry division of Shropshire on the 
28th February last, in answer to a 
similar inquiry, the whole question of 
the supply of horses in time of war is 
being very thoroughly considered. 


Mr. LEA (St. Paneras, E.): Having 
regard to the exigencies of the service, 
will the right hon. Gentleman take into 
his most favourable consideration the 
desirability of providing Shire horses for 
mounted officers exceeding twenty stone 
in weight ? 


(No Answer was returned. | 


Woolwich Mechanics for Germany. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that another party of 
skilled mechanics from Woolwich Arsenal 
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embarked at Dover on Ist May on their 
way to Germany, having been engaged 
for work in one of the arsenals there ; 
and, in view of the probabie shortage of 
skilled labour in our arsenal in time of 
war, and the advantage to a foreign 
Power and the disadvantage to our own 
country being palpable, he will reconsider 
his decision with regard to the discharges 
still pending at Woolwich. 


or 


Questions. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is manifestly 
impracticable to maintain the establish- 
ments of skilled workmen at the 
Ordnance Factories on a war footing in 
time of peace. As regards the specific 
question of discharges, I have nothing to 
add to the full statements which I have 
recently made to the House. I may add 
that I have no knowledge of the sup- 
posed emigration of workmen to con- 
tinental arsenals, nor do I attach much 
Importance to the rumour. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) : Did 
the notice of dismissal to these men 
include a recommendation that they 
should emigrate to some other country ? 


Me. HALDANE asked for notice of 
the Question. 


Militia Garrison Artillery. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the value of the gun ammunition annually 
expended in the past by the Militia 
Garrison Artillery was about £12,000, 
and that no ammunition is to be issued 
for their training this year, although 
there is sutlicient surplus ammunition 
available, the changes contemplated in 
that force will render such gun practice 
useless ; and, if so, will the ammunition 
saved this year become obsolete. 


Mr. HALDANE: The reply is in the 
negative. The ammunition which would 
have probably been used by the Royal 
Garrison Artillery Militia will be available 
for other practice with similar guns in 
ensuing years. 


Indian Budget. 

Mr. ANNAN BRYCE (Inverness 
Burghs) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he can now say 
when the Indian Budget will be taken ; 
when the Explanatory Memorandum will 
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be issued to Members ; and whether he 
will arrange that it be so framed as to 
group the more important items of 
expenditure under headings, as was the 
usage up to the year 1898, 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE For INDIA (Mr. CHARLES 
Hosuovsse, Bristol, E.): I have already 
stated on two or three occasions that I 
hope that the discussion will take place 
in the first week or ten days after the 
Whitsun holidays. The Explanatory 
Memorandum is now in the hands of the 
printers and will be distributed as soon 
as possible. I do not 
exact nature of the change in arrange- 


ment which my hon. friend desires, but | 


if-he will favour me with his suggestions 
in detail, they will be borne in mind next 
year. 


Mr. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, Rush- 
clitfe) : 
best to expedite 
Memorandum ? 


the issue of 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE : It will 


be distributed as soon as possible. 


*Ssin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): And the Report 
of the Budget debate also ! 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I do 
not think there will be any difficulty 
about that. 


Mr. ANNAN BRYCE: Can we have 
it a week before the Budget is taken, so 
that hon. Members may have an oppor- 
tunity of absorbing the information it 
contains ? 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I can- 
not do more than promise it as soon as 
possible. 


Port-of-Spain Town Commissioners. 


beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he can state whether 
the qualification for a town commissioner- 


understand the | 
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more democratic basis, an annual rental 
of £12. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE For The COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): I do not 
know whether the Ordinance which has 
been introduced to provide for the con- 
stitution of the Port-of-Spain Town Board 
has been passed by the Legislature of 
Trinidad, and I am therefore unable to 
furnish the hon. Member with the in- 
formation he seeks. But in any case the 
qualification for a town commissionership 


at Port-of-Spain appears to be a matter 


Will the hon. Gentleman do his | 
the | 


which should be left in the first instance 
at any rate to the discretion of the local 
Legislature. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL: Will the right 


hon. Gentleman get the information ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Ordinance 
will come over in due course, and [ will 
take care the point raised by the hon 
Member is borne in mind. 


Emigration from the West India Islands 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: 1 beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he can state whether a record 
is kept of all emigrants from Trinidad 
and the other West India Islands, under 


| permission of the various local govern 


| 


ments, to the Panama Canal ; and, if so, 
could he further state whether any under- 
taking is given by the United States 
Government for the safe return of such 
emigrants in case of failure to carry out 
the work through no fault of the said 


emigrants. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Emigration from 
Trinidad to Panama is not controlled by 
any special Ordinance, and though the 
form of contract entered into by the 
emigrants has been approved by the 
Governor, the Secretary of State is not 


| aware that any special record is kept of 


Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) : I | 


ship at Port-of-Spain has been fixed atan | 


annual rental of £20 ; and whether, seeing | 


that such a rental wil! debar a representa- 
tive of the working class from being ap- 
pointed to such a position, he is prepared 
to take any action in the matter with a 


view to the qualification being put on a! Indian 


persons emigrating to Panama. The 
approved form of contract contains pro- 
vision for the repatriation of the emigrant 
at his desire on the determination of his 
contract. Emigrants from Jamaica to 
Panama must obtain a permit from the 
| Colonial authorities, and provision is made 
| by law to enable all emigrants recruited 
| under contract to return to their homes. 
|The laws of most of the other West 
Colonies contain provisions 
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enabling the Governor to control the re- | 
cruitment of labour for service outside the | 
Colony, but the Secretary of State is not | 
aware that any special terms have been | 
imposed in the case of recruitment for | 
Panama. | 

| 


Nairobi Prison. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) : On | 
behalf of the hon. Member for Winchester, 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies when it is expected that 
the new prison at Nairobi will be com- | 
pleted ; and what expenditure will be 
required after the close of 1907-8. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The amount 
estimated to be required for the com- 
pletion of the prison after the close of 
1907-8 is £10,029. It is not possible to | 
name a date on which the prison will be 
completed, 


British Indians in the Transvaal. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he can afford 
any assurance that the regulations which 
are to be framed under the Ordinance for 
the registration of British Indians in the 
Transvaal will be free from any humiliat- 
ing and degrading conditions, ordinarily | 
applicable to convicts and ticket-of-leave | 
men only, such as finger-print impressions 
of the ten digits for purposes of indenti- 
fication, which can equally well be secured 
by other methods. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: General Botha 
has given His Majesty’s Government the 
assurance that the regulations will be 
revised with a view to removing so far as 
possible conditions which are undesirable. 


The Assouan Dam. 

Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, ‘Black- | 

pool): I beg to ask the Secretary of 

State for Foreign Affairs, whether the 

cost of raising the Assouan Dam will be 

defrayed out of the annual revenue of 
gypt. 


Tue SECRETARY oF STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Str Epwarp 


(GREY, Northumberland, Berwick): The 
cost of raising the Assouan Dam will be | 
defrayed out of the reserve fund of the 
Egyptian Government formed from the 
surplus revenues of past years. 
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Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, whether the offer of 
Messrs. Aird to raise the Assouan Dam 
for £E1,037,000, which has been accepted, 
was the only offer received for this work ; 
whether it was the only offer asked for ; 
whether any opportunity was 
afforded to other firms to tender for this 
contract. 


Questions. 


Str E. GREY: Messrs. Aird were 
the original constructors of the Assouan 
Dam, and their former experience clearly 


| indicated them as the proper people to 
| continue the work, which had been very 


well done, and at a reasonable cost. The 
Public Works Department made their 
own estimates and the terms were 
arranged with Messrs. Aird. I have no 
doubt whatever that the course adopted 
was the best. It was important in the 
interest both of economy and security 
that the special experience gained in con- 
structing the dam originally should be 
utilised in continuing it. 


Mr. BOWLES: Is there any reason 
to believe that the work of raising this 
dam was such as particularly to require 
Will the right hon. 
Baronet consider the advisability of seeing 


| that in future the Egyptian Government 


in dealing with large matters of this kind 
give other firms of standing a reasonable 
opportunity of tendering in the inter- 
est both of Egyptian finance and of the 
Egyptian taxpayer ?- 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): When is 
there likely to be another dam required ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I understand 
that in the first place Messrs. Aird were 
not the only firm consulted. But it was 
known that they had special experience 
of this dam, and it is a matter of common 
knowledge that the work was of a 
special character, requiring special care. 


Mr. J. WARD: Was any sug 
gestion made to the contractors that 
they should employ British workmen in 
preference to Italians in the construction 
of the dam ? 


Smrr EDWARD GREY: I am not 
aware of any condition of that kind being 
made, 
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Egyptian Excise Duties. 

Mr. J. M@. ROBERTSON (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he is aware that the excise duty of 8 per 
cent. imposed upon the manufactures of 
the Egyptian Cotton Mills Company, 
Limited, a British company established 
in Egypt, has already absorbed one-eighth 
of the company’s capital, thereby practi- 
eally destroying this industry, and that 
in consequence of the imposition of such 
duty the company is on the point of 
giving up business ; and whether, in order 
to save from forced liquidation one of the 
few industrial companies in Egypt, he 
will advise the Egyptian Government to 
abolish or reduce such excise duty. 


Smrk EDWARD GREY: The Excise 
duty has been in force for some years 
and corresponds to the import duty. It 
cannot be abolished or reduced without 
finding some other source of revenue and 
raising the whole question of fiscal policy 
and other difficulties of which we have 
had experience in connection with cotton 
duties in India. I am not anxious to see 
the Egyptian Government raise these 
questions, nor to take the responsibility 
of suggesting new taxes to them. 


Sunday Closing in Cairo. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, Egypt being a Moslem 
country and Friday being the day of rest 
according to the religion of Islam, it is 
competent to compel shops to close on 
Sunday; whether a_ chief constable, 
accompanied by a staff of policemen, on 
the 3rd of February last, torcibly com- 
pelled shops in Caire to close on that day, 
and, if so, under what law or regulation 
such action was taken; and whether 
State administrations, departments, and 
public offices, or any, and which, of them, 
are closed, and, if so, during what hours 
and under what regulations, on Sunday. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I have no 
information on this subject, nor am I aware 
of any reason for making inquiry about it. 


Egyptian Departmental Reports. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Egyptian Govern- 
ment, acting upon the advice of the 
British Agent and Consul-General, cr ot 
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its own accord, have refused to communi- 
cate to the Legislative Council some, 
and what, Reports to the Ministers or 
Departments of State, in spite of repeated 
requests addressed by the Council to the 
Government to have such Reports laid 
before them ; and whether he will direct 
the British Agent and Consul-General 
to advise the Egyptian Government 
henceforth to communicate all such 
Reports to the said Council, or, if not, 
will he state the reason for not doing so. 


Str EDWARD GREY: I am not 
aware that there is any obligation to 
communicate such Reports to the Legisla- 
tive Council. I will inquire whether the 
Legislative Council have asked for 
Papers, and if so for what Papers. But 
there is no intention of interfering with 
the discretion of the Egyptian Govern- 
ment as to what Reports should be made 
public, a discretion which it is necessary 
for every Government to have. 


Egypt’s Western Frontier. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for 
Affairs whether negotiations are proceed- 
ing between the Turkish and the Egyptian 
Governments with the object of delimit- 
ing Egypt's western frontier ; whether, 
without prejudice to the public interest, 
he can state the stage which such 
negotiations have reached ; and what are 
the prospects of a satisfactory settlement. 


lorefgn 


Sin EDWARD GREY: No negotia- 
tions are proceeding at present between 
the Turkish and Egyptian Governments 
with the object of delimiting the western 
frontier of Egypt. 


Agricultural Grants. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether the 
amount to be granted by Parliament to 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries in 
respect of agricultural and dairy education 
for 1907-8 is £12,100; and, if so, what 
is the corresponding amount provided 
for the same purposes in the Estimates 
for the Scottish Edueation Department 
and the Irish Department of Agriculiure. 


THE CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. aseuitu, Fife, E.) ; The 
amount provided on the Board of 
Agriculture’s Vote is as stated by the 
hon, Member. £7,650 has been taken 
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for the same purpose in the Vote for | 
Public Education, Scotland (Subhead M.). 
The amount spent upon this service in 
Ireland is provided out of the Endowment | 
Fund of the Department of Agriculture 
(Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
(Ireland) Act, 1899). I am informed 
that the total allocation for the agri- 
cultural year ending 30th September 
1907, is £65,390. 


Mr. ASHLEY: In view of the amount 
eiven to Sectland and Ireland, cannot the 
Government give more than £12,000 to 
England ? 


‘No Answer was returned. | 


Income-Tax Incidence. 

Mr. WATT: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
proposes to levy for income-tax at the 
unearned rate interest on money formerly 
earned by the personal exertion of the 
income-tax payer, and laid aside by 
means of his frugality. 


Mr. ASQUITH: Yes, Sir. 


May 1907} 


As I have | 


already explained to the House, my | 


proposal is that the relief should be 
contined to current earnings. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS : I beg! 


Ex- | 


to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
cheyuer whether he proposes to find 
means by which some relief 
obtained by a payer of income-tax on 
the three years average system when the 
amount so taxed in any year is in excess 
of the actual year’s income; and, if not, 
whether he will consider how severely 
this will affect a numerous class of persons 
whose income steadily diminishes and 
does not recover. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The 133rd Section 
of the Income Tax Act, 1842 
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Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman suggest that this 
provision has only been used by traders 
when it tells in their favour, and that it 
has not been used when it was to their 
disadvantage? Was not that the inten- 
tion of it ? 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS : I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, in arriving at the three years 
average of profits for income-tax assess- 
ment, he proposes to permit the income- 
tax payer, in making his average, to 
deduct the amount of loss in any of the 
three years, when such loss may occur, 
from the summation of the years of profit, 
so that the assessment shall be calculated 
upon the average of the actual income 
the tax-payer shall have received during 
the three years. 


Mr. ASQUITH: This is secured by 
the present practice, with which I do not 
propose to interfere. 


Grants-in-Aid to Local Authorities. 

Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER (Liver- 
pool, Everton): I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether it is . 
his intention to guarantee the local 


| authorities from any diminution of in- 


can be} 


(as | 


amended) was intended to secure this | 


object. 
“average ” ceases to be an average, as 
under it traders escape from the result 
of averaging when it tells against them, 


Its effect, however, is that the | 


but obtain the benefit of it when it results | 


in their favour. Following the recom- 
mendation of the late Lord Ritchie's Com- 
mittee, I therefore propose to abolish the 
provision. It is to be hoped that the 
class alluded to in the latter part of the 
Question is not really numerous. 
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come arising under the heads of Local 
Exchequer Accounts and Grants-in-Aid 
under the new scheme for the abolition 
of Grants-in-Aid and Local Exchequer 
contributions ; and, if not, will he con- 
sider the advisability of taking over the 
cost of police and other expenditure which 
was imposed on the local authorities 
when the Grants-in-Aid and Exchequer 
contributions were allotted. 


Mr. ASQUITH: No, Sir. I am not 
proposing to make any alteration in the 
amount payable to the local taxation 
account, which will continue to be equal 
to the yield from year to year of the 
duties now assigned to that account at 
their present rates. The change is 
entirely without prejudice to the question 
of future adjustments as between local 
funds and the Exchequer with respect to 
the cost of services of the kind referred 
to in the latter part of the Question. 
That question does not arise upon the 
present proposals, and it remains to be 
dealt with upon its merits, when oppor- 
tunity arises. 


C 
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Weights and Measures Act—New 
Regulations, 

Dr. HAZEL (West Bromwich): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the con- 
tinued delay in the final issue of the 
general regulations for the guidance of 
local authorities in the execution and 
performance of their duties under the 
Weights and Measures Acts, which 
regulations the Board of Trade was 
empowered to make, by Section 5 of The 
Weights and Measures Act, 1904, and 
which were issued in draft in September, 
1906, after consideration by a Depart- 
mental Committee, and the uncertainty 
resulting from such delay are detrimental 
to the interests of manufacturers and 
traders, particularly those who are con- 
cerned in the manufacture and sale of 
the scales, weights, and measures, and 
furthermore hinder the efficient adminis- 
tration of the Weights and Measures 
Acts; and whether, seeing that these 
regulations were announced to come into 
force first on Ist January and _ subse- 
quently on Ist May, 1907, he can say 
what is the cause of the delay and when 
the regulations will be issued. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-GrorGe, Car- 
narvon Boroughs): The draft ¢ rculated 
in September last was a provisional one 
pending consultation with local] authorities 
and the final Report of the Committee 
has not yet been received. Every effort 
will be made to expedite the settlement 
of the regulations, but I cannot at present 
name a date for their issue. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Overcrowding. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN — (Shropshire, 
Oswestry): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if his attention 
has been drawn to the continued over- 
crowding of the Baker Street and 
Waterloo Railway at certain hours ; if 
he can say how long the trains of six 
and four cars, which were to have been 
substituted for three-car trains on 2lst 
March last, were running, and if thev 
have since been discontfnued; and 
whether he will make  representa- 
tions to the company with a view to 
securing better accommodation. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am in com- 
munication with the railway company 
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in this matter, and will inform the hon. 
Member of the result. 


Board of Trade Labour Commissioners. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, if, in view of the fact that the 
Commercial Labour and _ Statistical 
Department of the Board of Trade com- 
prises a labour commissioner, an assistant 
labour commissioner, a chief labour cor- 
respondent, nine investigators and labour 
correspondents, and three assistants for 
special inquiries, he will arrange for one 
at least of these officials to take in hand 
the case of the mechanics discharged 
from Woolwich Arsenal who have taken 
contracts to work for a firm at Dresden, 
Germany, for upwards of twelve months, 
to advise and assist them as far as 
possible in their attempts to obtain work, 
and to supply them with the names of 
the other firms in Germany who are 
said to be anxious to engage them. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: It is th 
duty of the Labour Department of the 
Board of Trade to watch and report o1 
general changes in the state of employ- 
ment, but it is no part of the functions 
of the officials of the Department 
assist individual workmen to obtain work, 
and the Department has no organisation 
for the purpose. 


Vaccination Declarations. 

Mr. J.D. WHITE(Dumbartonshire) : | 
beg toask the President of the Local Go 
ernment Board whether it is intended that 
any, and, if so, what, fees shall be charge- 
able by commissioners of oaths and othe 
officers in respect of declarations made 
under the recently introduced measure 
dealing with vaccination; and whether 
he will consider the desirability of insert- 
ing in the Bill an express provision with 
regard to this. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Joun 
Burns, Battersea): The provisions ot 
the existing law with regard to fees in 
respect of statutory declarations will 
apply to declarations for the purposes of 
the Bill. Where a statutory declaration 
is made before a commissioner for oats 
the fee is ls. 6d. As regards fees payable 
when a declaration is made before a 
justice or magistrate, the charge in the 
Metropolitan Police Courts is ls., whist 
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elsewhere it depends on the Table of 
Justices’ Clerks’ Fees in force whether 
any, and, if so, what, fee is payable. In 
the Model Table of Fees issued by the 
Secretary of State the suggested fee for 
a declaration is 1s. I may add that a fee 
of 1s. 6d. or 2s. is payable now in most 
cases where a certificate of conscientious 
objection is obtained under Section 2 of 
the Vaccination Act, 1898. 


Valuation Bill. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I bee to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board when it is 
probable that the Valuation Bill will be 
introduced, 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Iam not able to 
fix a date at present. 


South Kensington College of Science. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Edueation 
whether the charter of incorporation of 
the governing body of the new College 
of Science at South Kensington is pre- 
pared, and when it will be laid upon 
the Pabie. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): The draft charter will 
be laid upon the Table to-day. 


Victoria and_Albert Museum, South 

ensington. 

Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) : I bee to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education what 
steps are being taken for the appoint- 
ment of an advisory committee for the 
arrangement and organisation of the 
art collections of the Victoria and 
Albert Museum at South Kensington. 


Mr. McKENNA: This matter is 
under my careful consideration, but I 
am not yet in a position to make any 
statement on the subject. 


Llanelian Schoolmaster’s Salary. 
Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.): I 
to ask the President of the Board of 
ication whether the Denbighshire 
cal education authority have declined 
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lanelian school ; whether, on the appeal 
of the managers, a public inquiry was 
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pay the salary of the master of the | 
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held into the matter last October, and 
what was the report of the inspector ; 
whether the Board have arrived at any 
decision on the matter ; and, if so, what 
that decision is. 


Mr. McKENNA: I was informed 
yesterday that the local education 
authority have agreed to pay the salary 
of the master at the Llanelian school, 
and I trust that the differences between 
the authority and the managers are now 
settled. 


Redirection of Letters. 

Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General if he 
will say whether letters are re-addressed 
at the Post Ottice when the Post Office 
authorities are requested to do so 
by householders who have gone away 
temporarily, leaving servants behind, or- 
the house empty, or on change of resi- 
dence permanently ; and will he state 
what are the general rules applicable to 
re-addressing householders’ letters by the 
Post Office, whether requested to do so 
or not. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): The principle which the Post 
Office adopts is to limit official re-direction, 
which involves considerable additional 
trouble, to cases in which private re- 
direction cannot be arranged. When a 
householder’s letters can be sent on to 
him by his servants the Post Oftice does 
not undertake the re-direction. Whena 
householder removes permanently, or is 
temporarily from home leaving his house 
empty, the Post Office re-directs the letters 
when requested to do so. 


Lighting the Mall. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the First Commissioner of Works when 
the new standards tor electric light will 
be erected ale hg the Mall. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 
Rossendale): Iam not yet able to fix a 
date. The model is in course of progress. 


Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
shani): When is the improvement likely 
to be completed, and the houses facing 
Trafalgar Square puiled down ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. That 
does not arise out of the Question on the 
Paper. 


Burwell Farm. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN : I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for South Somerset, as 
representing the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, if he will state the proportions 
of the £1,800 spent on the adaptation of 
Burwell farm to small holdings under the 
heads of fencing, farm buildings, and hous- 
ing. 


Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury): I beg also to ask the hon. 
Member for South Somerset, as represent- 
ing the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture, how many cottages for housing 
eighty-two small holders on the Burwell 
farm were provided out of the sum of 
*£1,800 which has been invested by the 
Crown in equipping these holdings. 


THe TREASURER or tur HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir Epwarp STRACHEY, Somer- 
setshire, S.): The £1,800 has been 
spent approximately as follows :—£190 
on fencing, £880 in providing one new 
small homestead and in altering and add- 
ing five other homesteads, £730 in alter- 
ing and adding to nine cottages, and 
providing dairies, extra bedrooms, and 
outbuildings to adapt them as cottage 
farmhouses. No new cottages have been 
erected. The farm, as taken over, included 
a farmhouse and seventeen cottages and 
the majority of the tenants continue to 
live in the adjoining village of Burwell. 
The total number of holdings is seventy- 
five, made up as follows : forty-eight allot- 
ments under 5 acres, fourteen small hold- 
ings between 5 and 15 acres, and thirteen 
small holdings over 15 acres. 


Corrupt Practices Act in Scotland. 

Mr. WATT: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he is aware that merchants 
and traders in Scotland are finding that 
the Corrupt Practices Act of 1906 is 
being systematically ignored, in that 
bribes from sellers are being regularly 
accepted by servants of buyers; that 
these sellers fear to expose such bribery, 
holding that their position would be made 
worse by so doing ; and if he will indicate 
what line of action the prosecuting 
authorities are prepared to take in dealing 
with this state of matters. 
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THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Tuomas 
SuHAw, Hawick Burghs) : No reports have 
reached me as to the failure of the Preven- 
tion of Corruption Act, 1906, to the ex- 
tent suggested by my hon. friend. No 
doubt there may be evasions in the circum- 
stances mentioned ; but the only course 
that can be followed by the criminal 
authorities is to set the machinery of the 
Act in motion when contraventions of its 
provisions come to their notice by in- 
formation lodged or otherwise. 


Warden Estate Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that one of the Warden estate, 
Sneem, county Kerry, evicted tenants 
who returned from America last Decem- 
ber bas not yet been reinstated, and that, 
although grants were passed last year for 
building houses and purchasing stock, 
some of the tenants reinstated have not 
yet received grants for stock and nothing 
has been done in the way of building ; 
and whether, seeing that these tenants 
have had to pay interest on their purchase 
money, steps will be taken to complete 
the issue of the grants for these two 
purposes ; and can he say what steps, if 
any, will be taken to secure the rein- 
statement of the six evicted tenants whose 
holdings are situate on that portion of 
the estate hitherto excluded from sale. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. CHERRY, Liverpool, Ex- 
change; for Mr. Birrell): The. Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they are 
unable to identify the particular evicted 
tenants referred to in the Question, but 
if the names of these persons are supplied 
to them they will make further inquiries. 
The Commissioners have sanctioned grants 
for the improvement of the estate in 
question, but the actual outlay has been 
delayed pending the settlement of a 
certain legal question. This question is 
under consideration. 


Abbeyleix Boycotting Case. 
CoLoNEL McCALMONT (Antrim, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


| Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that three persons, Dunne, Jackson, 
and Draper, residing at Abbeyleix, in 


| Queen’s County, have been boycotted for 


doing what they have a legal right to do, 
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namely, taking grazing lands; and if 
proper precautions have been or will be 
taken to prevent these persons being 
persecuted. 


Mr. CHERRY (for Mr. Brrret): I 
am informed by the police authorities that 
the persons named in the Question have 
recently suffered some inconvenience and 
annoyance but have not been seriously 
boycotted. The police are taking all 
possible steps to secure that these persons 
shall not be interfered with in the 
exercise of their legal rights. 


CoLoNEL McCALMONT: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that one of these 
persons has to go ten miles to get the 
necessaries of life, and that another 
cannot sell his pigs in the market ? 


Mr. CHERRY: The hon. and gallant 
Member has more information than I have. 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.): Is there 
any illegal conspiracy in existence at this 
place t 


Mr. CHERRY : Not that Iam aware of. 


Ennisnag Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. MEAGHER (Kilkenny, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say 
what steps, if any, have been taken by 
the Estates Commissioners in the case of 
Richard Reddy, who was evicted from 
his holding at Ennisnag, county Kilkenny, 
the said holding being now occupied by 
a Mrs. L. Rooney of the same place ; if 
Mrs. Rooney has been approached by the 
Estates Commissioners’ inspector with a 
view to asking her to surrender the 
holding in favour of Reddy ; and, if not, 
if steps have been taken to provide Reddy 
with an equivalent holding. 


Mr. CHERRY (for Mr. Birre.t): 
The Estates Commissioners inform me 
that they have carefully investigated 
this case, and have decided to take 
no action in it, having regard to the 
third paragraph of Regulation 6 of those 
dated i3th February, 1906. 


Police Protection of Grazing Farms. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state how many 
grazing farms in Ireland were under 
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police protection on 1st May, 1907 ; how 
many extra police were drafted into 
Athenry, Elphin, and Roscrea on 30th 
April and lst May last ; and what is the 
estimated cost of these precautionary 
measures. 


Mr. CHERRY (for Mr. Brrre): | 
am informed by the police authorities 
that on Ist instant 245 grazing farms in 
Ireland were under police protection. 
On 30th April twenty additicnal police- 
men were brought into the Athenry 
district. On the same date thirty-seven 
additional men were brought into 
Elphin, and on lst May twenty-three 
men. On 30th April eight men were 
brought into Roscrea. In none of these 
cases were extra police employed in the 
legal sense of the term, seeing that the 
men belonged to the established force of 
the county and not to other counties. 
The total cost of bringing in the men 
referred to was £32 15s. As regards 
the Athenry district, | may add that an 
extra force of twenty five men belonging 
to the Reserve have been stationed in the 
district since 12th October, 1906, and an 
extra force of ten men belonging to 
another county have been there since 
30th March last. The total cost of these 
extra forces has not yet been ascertained. 


Irish School Attendance Fines. 

Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 1s 
aware that an order has recently been 
issued directing clerks of petty sessions 
to remit to Dublin Castle in future all 
fines recovered under the compulsory 
school attendance provisions of The 
Education (Ireland) Act, 1892; whether 
this has been done by his instructions ; 
whether he is aware that the order is in 
contravention of Section 3, Sub-section 
(5) of the said Act; and whether he will 
have the order at once withdrawn. 


Mr. CHERRY (for Mr. Birrect) : 
The hon. Member refers to a circular 
letter which has been sent to petty 
sessions clerks calling attention to the law 
as to the disposal of fines imposed under 
the Irish Education Act, 1892. The 
Government are advised that the sub- 
section quoted in the Question merely 
provides for the application of the pro- 
portion of the fines under the Education 
Act which is awarded to local authorities, 
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and does not contain a direction that the 
entire amount of fines under the Act is 
to be paid to such authorities. Con- 
sequently the application of penalties 
under the Act is governed by the Fines 
Act, 1851, which provides that one-third 
of any fine may be paid to the prosecutor. 


Sligo County Council Printing Contract. 

Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can now 
state the name of the person or firm 
carrying out the printing contract of the 
Sligo County Council; whether he is 
aware that the tender given to a Mrs. 
M’Hugh has been found void by Major 
Eccles, the Government auditor; that 
this tender was £399 per annum for 
three years, and that the lowest tender 
was £216 13s. 4d. per annum ; whether 


he is aware that this lowest tender was 
stated to have been refused for the 
reason that it was the rule of the Sligo 
County Council that all its printing 
should be done in Sligo, and that the 
secretary to the Sligo County Council 
‘admitted to Major Eccles that a con- 


siderable portion of the accepted contract 
was executed in Dublin ; whether he will 
take steps to secure that the Irish counci! 
which the Government propose to set up 
shall not have give contracts 
to persons for political purposes; and 
will he say how much money has been 
paid by the Sligo County Council to 
Mrs. M’Hugh in respect of the printing 
tender of £399 per a 


power to 


nnum. 


Mr. CHERRY (for Mr. Brrrewt): | 
am informed that the King’s Bench 
Division of the High Court has issued a 


conditional order of certiorari to bring 
up for review the decision of the Local 


(Gsovernment Board’s auditor in this ease. 


As the proceedings are pending, it does 
not seem desirable to enter into details 


of the case. 


Ireland and the Budget Surplus. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the [Exchequer 
whether, having regard to the admitted 
claims of primary education in Ireland, 
he can see his way to using portion of 
the present surplus at his disposal for 
meeting these claims during the present 
year ; whether portion of that surplus is, 
as a matter of fact, due to Ireland ; and |} 
whether he will consider the advisability 
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of using such portion for meeting Irish 
claims of a pressing nature rather than in 
conse'ving it in connection with proposals 
that in all probability will not affect 
Ireland in the future. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I cannot reopen the 
question of the provision to be made for 
Irish primary education for the current 
year, which was carefully considered when 
the Estimate now before the House was 
framed, while I have already dealt with 
the disposal of the estimated surplus in 
my Budget proposals. I believe that 
Ireland will in the future benetit 
proportionally with the other 
the United Kingdom, result 
manner in which [ propose to deal with 
the surplus. 


4] t 
at least 
parts ot 


as a of the 


Irish Postal Stores Branch. 
Mr. MEAGHER: I beg to 
5 y»stmaster-General whether it is with hi 
gnisance that applications are being 
Vinod from officers serving on the Li 
staff of the Controller of Stores ior trans- 
er to the new stores branch in Ireland, 
although no similar invitation appears to 
have been extended to the officers serving 
in the Irish stores branches that have 
abolished ; and will 


a, fe 
ask the 


he 


in- 


}] 
mndon 


he, in deference to 
Irish opinion on the subject, 

present system of requiring frish 
tractors desirous of quoting for engineer- 
ing stores required in Ireland to tend 


as 
abolish the 


cone 


y 





for delivery in London instead of in 
Ireland, where the stores are used 

I beg also to ask the Postinaster- 
General whether at a conference » held i 
March last between the engineer- n-chief to 


the Post Office, the Dimaretien of Stores, 
and the superintending engineers in Ive- 
land, it was decided that the stores branch 
of the engineering department would ! 

taken over by the Controller of Stores, 
and that the clerks hitherto performing 
the work in the Irish districts would 

be allowed the opportunity of following 
the work to the Controller of Stores stati 
and will he say whether ap plic ations from 
the Irish elerks for transfer have been 


refused consideration by the engineer-in- 
chief, and, if so, on what grounds ; and 
| whether effect has vet been given to the 
promise that due regard would be given 
| to the claims of the existing staff. 
| Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The trans- 


| fer of the work of telegraph storekeeping 
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in Ireland from the superintending en- 
gineers to the Controller of Stores was 
sanctioned by me for administrative 
reasons. The details of the scheme 
including the selection of the staff re- 
quired are now being settled, and I can 
only repeat the assurance that I have 
already given in reply to another hon. 
Member, that the claims of all officers 
affected will receive due consideration. 
With regard to the second part of the 
Question. In cases where Ireland is 
known to be the destination of the stores, 
contractors would be asked to tender for 
direct delivery there ; but in most cases 
it is impossible to say beforehand where 
particular stores will be required. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
isked as to the business for Wednesday 
and Thursday. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST | 


LORD oF tHe TREASURY (Sir H. 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) | 


said that after the budget was finished 
on Wednesday, it was proposed to take 
the Post Office Sites Bill, the Butter Bill, 
md the Criminal Appeal Bill, in that 
order, Vote 3 of the Revenue Depart- 
ment (the Post Office Vote) would be the 
Supply for Thursday. 


NEW BILLS. 
REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (No. 2) BILL. 

» amend the Law as to Reformatory 
and Industrial presented by 
Mr. George Greenwood ; supported by 
Sir John Kennaway, Sir Howard Vincent, 
Mr. Gooch, and Mr. Nicholson ; 
read a second time upon Friday, and to 
be printed. [Bill 179.] 


T 


Schools,” 


to be 


FRUIT GROWERS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law with respect to the 
classification of Fruit Growers Holdings 
in Scotland for purposes of rating; to 
include certain sections of the Agri- 
cultural Holdings Act, 1906 ; and for other 
purposes in respect ot these holdings,” 
presented by Mr. Menzies ; supported by 
Mr. Molteno, Mr. Gulland, Major 
MeMicking, Mr. Ainsworth, Mr. Eugene 
Wason, Mr. Beale, Mr. Dundas White, 
and Sir Thomas Glen Coats ; to be read 
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a second time To-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 180.] 


: SHOPS (No 3) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to Shops,” 
presented by Sir Charles Dilke; sup- 
ported by Mr. Bowerman, Mr. Timothy 
Davies, Mr. Arthur Henderson, Mr 
McCrae, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. Alfred Scott, 
Mr. Shackleton, Mr. Seddon, Mr. Tennant, 
and Mr. Wedgwood ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, 2ith May, and to be 
(Bill 181.] 






printed. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES. 
Ordered, that Mr. Harold Cox be dis- 
charged from the Select Committee on 
Parhamentary Debates. 
Ordered, that Mr. Theodore Taylor be 
idded to the Committee. —( Mr. Vhiteley). 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Birre ct, Bristol, N.), in ask- 
ing leave to bring in a Bill to provide for 
the establishment and functions of an 
administrative council in Ireland, and for 
other purposes connected therewith, said : 
When I call to mind the great occasions 
within the memory of so many of us when 
an illustrious man, a famous Prime 
Minister, and a consummate orator, 
standing at this Table, unfolded to the 
House, and to the country, and to the 
world, his scheme for the better govern- 
ment of Ireland, I am more thankful than 
[ can say, for purely personal reasons, 
that my task this afternoon is one of far 
humbler dimensions, and, therefore, I 
need not add, more commensurate to my 
position and my powers. But when the 
Bill I am now asking leave to introduce 
has been propounded and published, it 
will be scanned and scrutinised, not only 
by every Member of both Houses of 
Parliament, but by every class of 
political critic, and particularly by Irish- 
men and [rishwomen, not only in Ireland, 
but all through that great and famous 
Empire in the building up and main- 
taining of which men of the Irish 
race have played so conspicuous a part. 
When that Bill comes to be scanned 
and scrutinised line by line, and, it may 
be, letter by letter, it will be found that 
it does not contain a touch or a trace, a 
hint or a suggestion, of any new legislative 
power or authority. No law, public or 
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private, can ever be made at any time, 
or in any circumstances, by virtue of any 
one of its provisions. It does not autho- 
rise the levying of a single tax or the 
striking of the humblest rate. This 
Imperial Chamber of which we are so 


proud--a pride I am bound to say which | 
does not seem quite commensurate with | 


the amount of work which its habits and 


customs permit it to do—nevertheless, | 


we are proud of it with all its faults— 
will remain majestically unaffected by 
the provisions of this Bill. Our friends 
from [reland, in undiminished numbers, 
will still continue to foregather with us, 
and, though I hope their inquisitiveness 
will be directed in another and_ better 
constructed channel, they will still partici- 
pate in our debates, and will have, I 
doubt not, their usual almost diabolical 
good luck in the Parliamentary ballot on 
Private Members’ nights. 


But though the Bill is thus limited 
in its scope, it will be found to 
he well defined as to the sphere 
of its operations. It has, as its reason 
for existence, an object the almost 
supreme importance of which will 
be called into question by nobody, sit 
where he may, in this House, and least of 
all by any person, who, like myself, has 
been summoned by the mysterious but 
by no means divine call of our in-and-out 
system of Party government to be respon- 
sible for the administration of the law in 
Ireland. That object has often been ex- 
pressed before. The language may perhaps 
sound in some ears somewhat hackneyed, 
but it is language, | submit to this House, 
of the utmost gravity. That object, I say, 
is the association of the sentiment of the 
Irish people as a whole with the admini- 
stration of the numerous statutes, rules, 
and regulations which direct the conduet 
of purely Irish affairs within Ireland 
herself. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the making of 
laws is one thing, their daily adminis- 
tration amongst the people for whose 
benefit they are intended is quite 
another. Over their law-makers the 
people of Ireland have now had for some 
considerable time some considerable 
measure of control. By what method 
they obtained that control I would not 
now stop to inquire. But when once 
these laws have been made and have 
crossed the Channel. they pass away out 
of the control of the Irish people, who 


Mr. Birrell. 
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are not, as it were, the lawful consignees 
to whom alone delivery can properly be 
effected. No, the consignees of those 
laws that we make within these walls are 
not the Irish people, but the ofticials 
belonging to a system which is called, 
more conveniently than accurately, Dublin 
Castle. Some of those officials are under 
the control, so far as it is a real control, 
of the Chief Secretary for the time being. 
Others are wholly independent of him. 
Some of the Irish Departments are wholly 
on the Votes, others are partly on th 
Votes, and have endowments of their 
own. The Board of Intermediate Educa- 
tion, as some Irish Members lately dis- 
covered—though I should have thought 
they might have known it before—is not 
on the Votes at all, but lives entirely on 
its own resources, beyond the reach of 
either the Chief Secretary or the House 
of Commons. But, whether these offices 
are on the Votes or not, I am sure I shal] 
carry with me, at all events, the Scottish 
and the Irish Members, when I say that 
the allotted days of Supply as an effective 
means of Parliamentary criticism and 
control are a mockery and a delusion. | 
do not add a snare, becatise they have 
long ceased to take anybody in. For the 
purpose of to-night I shall assume that 
what is called, though inaccurately, 
Dublin Castle administration is a failure 
I have been supplied by a zealous friend, 
who in this matter of speech-making is, 
[ think, to use Wordsworth’s expression, 
‘something betwixt a hindrance and : 
help,” with a sheaf of quotations from 
distinguished politicians living and dead, 
belonging mostly to the Unionist side ot 
politics, all criticising somewhat harshly 
what is called Dublin Castle administra- 
tion. I read these quotations, I admit, 
with a lack-lustre eye. ‘There are fifty- 
one pages of them, and although care- 
fully indexed, I cannot say they have 
afforded me very profitable study. They 
differ very much in ferocity, according to 
the temperament of the speaker, the 
period of his political development, the 
occasion of the delivery of the speech, 
and, I daresay, sometimes the place of 
delivery ; and although they all of them 
breathe the spirit of freedom and liberty, 
with which I greatly sympathise, many of 
them are not sufficiently informed with an 
accurate appreciation of the true facts of 
the case as to justify me in inflicting them 
onthe House. But there are three short 
quotations, and three only, which I think 
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I should like to make, and the dignity of 
the occasion perhaps demands that I 
should do so. Two are from the speeches 
of that famous man, who was for long 
and difficult years the Leader, and, as 
some think, the reconstructor, of the 
Tory Party, and the rays of whose 
illuminating discourse cast even over 
the dreary pages of Hansard, which he 
himselt has called the Dunciad of politics 
—inake even these volumes occasionally 
worthy of perusal, Mr. Disraeli, speaking 
in this House in 1844—a long time ago, 
but then time does not count for much 
in the history of Ireland—said— 

“Lalways thought that the greatest cause 
of misery in Ireland was identity of institu- 
tions with England. It has become a great 
historical aphorism that Ireland is to be the 
great difficulty of the Minister. Now this is 
an opinion in which [ never shared. I never 
believed that Ireland would be a great ditti- 
culty, because I feel certain that a Minister of 
reat ability and of great power would, when 
he found himself at the head of a great 
majority, settle that question. What, then, 
is the duty of the English Minister? To 
effect by his policy all those changes which a 
revolution would do by force. That is the 
Irish question in its integrity. It is quite 
evident that to effect this we must have an 
executive in Ireland which shall bear a much 


nearer relation to the leading parties and } 


characters of the country than it does at 


present. , 
Then he adds characteristically enough— 
“T beg distinetly to say I never changed my 
principles on Irish policy, or in any other 
respect.” 
That is in 1844— 
say this without reservation. At no 
time, at no place, in no circumstances, have 
I ever professed any other principles than I 
now profess. Thev are Tory principles, the 
only principles of the democracy of England.” 
In 1868 Mr. Disraeli was challenged in 
this House with the use of these words, 
and [ agree that the Disraeli of 1868 
was a different one from the Disraeli of 
1844 ; and how did he defend himself ? — 


“With reference to the passage which has 
been quoted from a speech made by me, | may 
remark thas it appeared to me at the time | 
made it that nobudy listened to it, It seemed 
tome I was pouring water upon sand, but it 
seems now that the water came from a golden 
goblet. With regard to the passage from that 
speech, there are many remarks which, if I 
wanted to coavince, | might legitimately make, 
but I do not care to, and I do not wish to, be- 
cause in my historical conscience the sentiment 
of that speech was right. It may have been 
expressed with that heedless rhetoric which 
I believe is the appanage of all who sit below 
the gangway ; but in my historical conscience 
the sentiment of that speech was right.” 
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The third quotation, and the last, is from 
a living statesman, of great authority, 
whom, though a free trader, tariff re- 
formers will, I am sure, listen to with 
respect, and who, though a Unionist, can 
always secure a patient and attentive 
hearing from any audience of Home 
Rulers ; I mean the Duke of Devonshire. 
The Duke, speaking in Belfast as long 
ago as November 5th, 1885, said as 
follows— 

‘‘T believe that the Irish Government, the 
structure of the Irish Government, the system 
of the Irish Government has been most 
unjustly assailed, and I believe that it is 
not responsible for many of the sins which 
have been laid to its charge ; but at the same 
time I am perfectly willing to admit that it is 
very possible, and even probable, that the Irish 
Government as now coastituted is not the best 
titted in all respects to discharge all the func- 
tions which it has now to discharge, still 
less ”— 
and I ask attention to this— 

“to undertake new and more important duties. 
I would not shrink from a great and bold 
reconstruction of Irish Government. I would 
not be disposed to deny it is probable that at 
present it is too centralised in Dublin, and 
that owing to the delegation of so many of 
the functions of Government to responsible 
boards it is wanting in vigour and responsi- 
bility. I would not shrink from a bold recon- 
struction of the Government of Ireland ; but 
| maintain that as Ireland stands to-day the 
Executive Government must retain consider- 
able power over any local boards which may 
hereafter be created, and I would endeavou 
-0 to frame those powers as to make them 
capable of relaxation, perhaps ultimately ot 
relinquishment, in response to any proof we 
may receive from the Irish people of their 
fitness for self-government, their fitness for 
the assumption of those responsibilities.” 

It is at all events in the spirit of those 
quotations that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have approached the solution or 
partial solution of this still unsettled 
problem. I will labour the point no 
further. If anybody here believes that 
the present system of administration of 
Irish affairs is sound and sensible, that it 
is a system likely to train the Irish 
people in the habits of self-respect and 
economy, I must wait to see how that 
individual seeks to make out his case. 
[ hope I need not say I bring no accusa- 
tion whatsoever against Dublin Castle 
or against Irish ofticials. Language of 
praise from one who has been such a short 
time in his office would be fulsome, and 
language of censure would be impertinent. 
For one or two officials with whom I have 
been brought into close personal contact 
I already entertain a feeling of respect 
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which I doubt not under favourable cir- 
cumstances might ripen into affection, 
and I do not think that any Chief 
Secretary, with the slightest tincture 
of popular feeling in his bone, can enter 
the gloomy portals of Dublin Castle 
without a sinking of the heart almost 
amounting to an abandonment of hope. 
It is not that Dublin Castle is a sink or 
seat of Jobbery and corruption. It may 
have been so once. It certainly is so no 
longer. But it is, to use a familiar 
expression, “switched off” from the 
current of national life and feeling ; and 
one cannot feel—I do not believe any- 
body within the walls of Dublin Castle 
can feel—that that is the way to secure 
the regeneration of Ireland. No puise 
of real life runs through the place. The 
main current of Irish life as it rushes 
past its walls passes by almost unheeded. 
There it stands, “remote, unfriended, 
melancholy, slow,” regarding this great 
stream of national life and feeling with a 
curious expression, mingled, it may be, 
with cynicism and amusement, coupled 
also, I admit, with a passionate tutorial 
desire to teach the wild Irish people how 
to behave themselves, just and exactly as 
the great Roman provincial of Anno 
Domini 120, living in his delightful villa 
in York, or Colchester, or Bath, may 
have regarded the vagaries of the then 
inhabitants of this island. 


Well, now the total number of depart- 
ments, boards and offices, excluding the 
Admiralty and War Office, engaged in 
the administration of public business in 
Ireland is, I believe, a matter of con- 
troversy. Ihave, however, been supplied 
with a list of forty-five, and they are 
grouped as follows. Ten come under the 
full control of the Irish Government, viz., 
the Royal Irish Constabulary, the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police, the General Prisons 
Board, Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 
Inspectors of Lunatics, General Register 
Office, the Department of the Registrar 
of Petty Session Clerks, Resident Magis- 
trates, Crown Solicitors, and Clerks of the 
Crown and Peace. There are three not 
so fully controlled by the Irish Govern- 
ment—the Land Commission, the Com- 
missioners of Charitable Donations and 
Bequests, and the Public Records Office. 
There are five not at all under the control 
of the Irish Government except as far as 
regards appointments and the framing of 
rules—the Board of National Education, 

Mr. Birrell, 
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the Board of Intermediate Education, the 
Commissioners of Endowed Schools, the 
National Gallery, and the Royal 
Hibernian Academy. Not under the con- 
trol of the Irish Government, but with 
the Chief Secretary as president e. ofjivis, 
are the Local Government Board, the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction, and the Congested Districts 
Board. There are four boards exer- 
cising statutory powers in Ireland not 
under Government control—the Public 
Loan Fund Board, the Commissioners of 
Irish Lights, the Royal University, and 
the Queen’s Colleges. 
controlled by the Irish Government, and 
of these the most important are the 
Supreme Court of Judicature and _ its 
ottices, the Registry of Deeds, the Local 
Registration of Titles, and the Railway 
and Canal Commission. There are 
English departments working in Ireland 
not under the control of the Irish Govern- 
There are twelve of these, among 


ment. 
them being the Customs and Inland 
Revenue and the Board of Trade. {An 


Hon. MEMBER: Board of Works. | 

Here at all events is a suthcient area of 
choice, and the question we have 
determine is how many of these depart- 
ments, boards, and bodies should 
attempt to place under some kind of 
real and effective control. Some, of 
course, for obvious reasons lie altogether 
without the scope of any such proposals 
as ours will be tound to be, such as the 
Customs and Inland Revenue and _ the 
General Post Ottice. Nor do we in ’ 
way propose to affect the Supreme Court 
of Judicature and its offices, the Royal 
Irish Constabulary, the Dublin Metro- 
pglitan Police, the Land Comm sslon, 
and the General Prisons Board—all these 
and others are left outside the provisions 
of the Bill. We propose to make the 
following departments and boards subject 
to the provisions of this Bill. They are 
eight in number—the Local Government 
Board, the Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction, the Congested 
Districts Board, the Commissioners of 
Public Works, the Commissioners of 
National Edueation, the Intermediate 
Edueation Board, the Inspection of 
Reformatory and Industrial Schosls, and 
the Registrar-General. By the provisions 
of the Bill the Lord-Lieutenant, aiter 
consultation with the Irish Council, may 
by Order in Council apply the provisions 
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of the Bill to certain other departments 
not of an important character. The Irish 
Lights and the’ Lunatic Asylums are 
among thenumber, But for the purposes 
of our discussion of this Bill I think we 
will confine ourselves to the eight named 
departments which I have just set out. 
| will say a word or two about each of 
them. 


First, there is the Local Govern- 
ment Board. The Local Government 
Board is well housed in the old Customs 
House of Dublin. The Chief Secretary 
is its er officio president, and Sir Henry 
Robinson is its exceedingly able vice- 
president ; the Under-Secretary is an ex 
ficto member, and there are two other 
gentlemen. It has no endowments 
ot its own or allocated specially to it, 
but it now has a Parliamentary Vote 
anounting to £76,000. In addition to 
the well-understood duties of the Local 
Government Board, including Poor Law 
administration, it has now cast upon it, 
under the provisions of those very useful 
Labourers’ Cottages Acts, the control and 
the responsibility of looking after the 
housing of the labourers in every part of 
Ireland ; and the fund it may be called 
upon to administer in connection with 
these Acts may assume—and will assume 
—very considerable dimensions, much 
larger than the sum appearing this vear 
on the Vote. It has a large staff of 
inspectors, general and medical, auditors, 
clerks in the first and second divisions, 
and assistants; and perhaps no other 
office is brought into closer contact with 
the administration of the law in Ire- 
land than is this Board. 


We come now to the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction for 
lreland. ‘This important and compara- 
tively well-endowed department was 
created in 1899 by Act of Parliament, 62 
and 63 of the late Queen, chapter 50; 
and is a very fair specimen of Tory 
devolution. It transferred the powers 
and duties found vested in a considerable 
number of existing departments to a new 
department which it sought to place 
under some sort of—I will not say 
popular—control. The Chief Secretary 
is the ex officio president, but it will he 
admitted that the scheme of the Bill | 
was that the Vice-President, who was 
originally, at all events, intended to be a | 
Minister in this House, should do the 
work of the department with  the| 
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assistance of the Council of Agriculture, 
the Agricultural Board, and the Board of 
Technical Instruction. The Council of 
Agriculture consists of 104 members ; 
sixty-eight are nominated by the county 
councils, thirty-four are nominated 
by the department itself, and there are 
two ex officio members. This Council 
meets once a year—I believe that it has 
usually met twice—for the purpose of 
discussing matters of public interest in 
connection with the purposes of the Act. 
The Agricultural Board consists of twelve 
members, eight appointed by the pro- 
vincial committees of the Council of 
Agriculture, and four by the department 
itself. This board meets five or six 
times in the year, and its business is to 
advise the department with respect to 
matters and questions submitted to them 
by the department in connection with the 
purposes of agriculture and rural industry. 
The council discusses, the board advises, 
and the department does what it thinks 
best. The Board of Technical Instruc- 
tion corresponds to the Agricultural 
Board. It has twenty-one members, 
mostly appointed by county boroughs 
and the committees of the four provinces. 
Its duty is to advise the department on 
all questions submitted to it by the 
department in connection with technical 
instruction. This department is not 
badly off. It has an annual income of 
£166,000, apart from its Parliamentary 
Vote of £178,817. The annual income 
is derived trom grants, from local taxa- 
tion, and trom the Irish Church tem- 
poralities, and it has certain capital sums 
standing to its credit. This department, 
very properly, employs a large staff in 
its agricultural branch, its technical in- 
struction branch, its fishery branch, 
and other services, and it has, un 
doubtedly, done much good and energetic 
work under the enthusiastic guidance of 
Sir Horace Plunkett. 


The Congested Districts Board, which 
comes next, is probably one of the most 
useful and one of the most popular 
bodies in Ireland. It came into existence 
by the Land Purchase Act of 1891. Its 
duties are so well known that I need not 
refer to them, but any one who cares to 
refer to the Land Purchase Act of 1891 
will find them stated fully. It has found 
its way into Irish novels, and a good deal 
of the good humour often poked at it 
may be taken as an indication of its good 
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work. I donot think fun of such a good- | 
natured character is ever poked at Dublin | 
Castle. This board has indeed done very | 
good work. Its revenues are made up of 
£41,000 from the Church temporalities 
fund, a Parliamentary grant of £25,000, 
and an equivalent grant of £21,000—in 


all about £87,000. 


The Commissioners of Public Works 
are a highly criticised body, and I am 
certain that whoever comes to exercise 
control over them will find that they 
have to discharge duties which are 
certain to be the subject of a great 
deal of powerful criticism. The Com- 
missioners, under terms of Acts of 
Parliament, deal with Railway Acts, 
Marine Works Acts, and, by the direction 
of the Treasury, with the execution or 
overlooking of such public works in 
Ireland as tend to the development of 
her resources, her trade and industries, 
and fishing. It has no endowment of its 
own. It has a Parliamentary Vote, but 
in etfect it does what it is told to do, for 
it is provided with funds. It frequently, 
[ am sorry to say, comes in collision 
with other boards. No task is more 
ditticult and none more important than 
how best to spend whatever money can 
be obtained for the general development 
of Ireland. It can only be done by 
taking wide views and by resisting local 
pressure — two extraordinarily difficult 
things for any body of men todo. It 
may not have the opportunity, the means, 
or the qualification to take wide views, 
and the power of resisting local pressure 
notoriously varies according to individual 
cases ; but I think, as a rule, it may be 
said that most men do at some time yield 
to it. In the present scramble for the 
grants that may be obtained from the 
Treasury I am sure to find sometimes the 
height of efficiency and almost the depth of 
personal degradation ; and to be for ever 
taking precautions to support or to resist 
particular claims cannot, I am certain, bea 
pleasant task for any man whatsoever. 
The Chief Secretary suffers, perhaps, 
most, but the Irish Members from all 
parts of Ireland suffer also. They are 
battled again and again in their visitations 
to the Treasury, and I am sure as they 
return back to the House to write their 
letters to their constituents they must 
experience more of that hope deferred 
which makes the heart sick, and they 
must have in their minds the substance 
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of the thought, if not the words, of Dante, 
when he said— 

“ How sad a part it is to climb and des’enil 

other men’s stairs.” 
We hope by our proposals to lift this 
great work of Irish development to a 
position of greater dignity and enable 
those in authority to arrange the dis- 
position of the money in such a way as 
will do the greatest possible good to a 
country which more than any other does 
stand in need of assistance to build up 
those trades and industries of a_ local 
character which, unfortunately, have been 
allowed to get into a bad state, and on 
which the happiness and welfare of the 
country greatly depend. 

As to the Commissioners of National 
Education, they are incorporated by Royal 
charter, dated 1845, for administering the 
fund placed at the disposal of the Lord- 
Lieutenant for the education of the poo 
in Ireland. ‘They are twenty in number. 
They are all unpaid except the resident 
Commissioner, and they are nominated 
for life or until resignation by the Lord 
Lieutenant, and by an unwritten rule a 
Roman Catholic succeeds a Roman Catho- 
lic and a Protestant a Protestant in 
unbroken succession, thus maintaining an 
equal division between the religions. 
They have no endowment; but they 
receive from the Votes £1,000,408, and 
have a development grant of £74,000. 
There being no education rate in [reland, 
these sums, added to by small local con- 
tributions for maintaining and repairing 
school-houses, represent the whole amount 
spent on primary education in [reland. 
These Commissioners naturally employ at 
their central establishment a large stati 
of clerks and an army of inspectors. 

The Intermediate Education Board con- 
sists of twelve Commissioners nominated 
by the Lord-Lieutenant and two Assistant 
Commissioners. By means of examina- 
tion they look after the secondary schools 
in Ireland. They are independent of 
Parliamentary criticisms and subsist on 
an income of £81,000 per annum derived 
from the interest on Church temporali- 
ties and the Local Taxation Account. 
They have also considerable sums in- 
vested, representing accumulated savings. 
I need not say anything about the Re- 
formatory and Industrial Schools or the 
Registrar’s Office. 

Taking, then, these eight departments 
as marking out and defining the spher 
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of our operations, how do we propose 
that they should be placed under the 
control of the Representative Council ? If 
Iam asked, “ Why a council at all?” I 
can only reply that in a democratic age, 
and in a democratic country, and in this 
very democratic House of Commons, the 
resources of civilisation are somewhat 
restricted. I remember hearing Mr. 
Parnell—that unforgettable Parliamen- 
tary figure—speaking at a memorable 
meeting of the Eighty Club, when he 
had as his fellow guest Lord Spencer, 
whose enforced absence from the Councils 
of the King and from public life I am 
sure every one without any exception 
whatever must deeply deplore—I remem- 
ber hearing Mr. Parneil say that there 
were two ways of governing Ireland. 
One way he expounded at some length. 
The other way was to find « man strong 
enough and stern enough—sufticiently 
full of character and resource —who would 
go over to Ireland and do evenhanded 
justice between landlord and _ tenant, 
Catholic and Protestant, rich and poor. 
Mr. Parnell said that he had sometimes 
thought that that was the one way of 
governing Ireland. It may be said to us, 
“ Why, instead of getting up a council to 
control administrative work, cannot you 
find some man of the kind Mr. Parnell 
had in his mind, who would go to Ireland 
and who would decide by his ipse diavt 
what great public work should be under- 
taken and what should be postponed and 
what should be altogether abandoned ! 
Let him decide educational policy, 
primary, secondary, and technical, and 
let him do this work in a spirit of courage, 
honesty, and independence.” Well, His 
Majesty’s Government had no such man 
in their eye, and I do not think that 
Gentlemen opposite could supply our 
deficiency. For my own part I am 
exceedingly glad that we have not, for 
personally I would much sooner write the 
biography of a deceased autocrat than 
live under his sway ; for the reason that 
these men, however great they may be, 
and however interesting their biographies 
may be, do not make good history. We 
are obliged, therefore, to fall back, and 
we need not be ashamed of falling back— 
on the contrary we may glory in it—ona 
representative Assembly. I quite agree 
that representative Assemblies have nowa- 
days grown somewhat old. The gilt is a 
little rubbed off the gingerbread. Here 
is the mother of them all, and it would be 
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strange if we were not alive to some of 
their shortcomings and faults. But all 
institutions that are meant to be of any 
good in this workaday world must be 
content to be tarnished by the world, 
like the grand old name of “ gentleman,” 
which, soiled though it be, still remains a 
great thing. And representative insti- 
tutions, though their faults be proved 
against them as much as you like, still 
remain the best educational methods 
of conducting the government of any 
country. 


establish a 
Council, an 


We propose to 


Repre- 
sentative 


Administrative 


Representative Council, consisting of 
eighty-two elected members and of 


twenty-four nominated members, with the 
addition of the Under-Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant as an ez officio member. 
The elective members of the Council 
will be eleeted by the local government 
electors in the constituencies set out in a 
schedule to the Bill. That is the same as 
the Parliamentary franchise, except that 
it includes peers and women. I should 
be very sorry if women were not 
allowed to take part in any good work 
which may be within the reach of any 
one in their country. The nominated 
members are to be nominated by His 
Majesty during the first term of office. 
After the expiration of that term they 
will be nominated by the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant. I daresay that if the population 
ditticulties of Ireland were of a different 
character, and if the population were not 
segregated as it is, some other method than 
nomination might be suggested to secure 
the representation of minorities. But I 
do not think that, Ireland being as it 
is, and the population being divided as 
it is, any system of minority repre- 
sentation would secure to the Protes- 
tants of the south and west parts of 
Ireland any representation whatsoever. 
Therefore, it is only by the process of 
nomination that that great object can be 
properly attained. The President of the 
Council will be appointed by the Council. 
The Chief Secretary, though not a mem- 
ber of the Council, and not entitled to 
vote, shall have the right to be present at 
the meetings of the Council or of any 
Committee, and to speak, if so moved, on 
such occasions, 


The question arises now, What 
are the functions of this Council to 
be? It is to have control, and complete 
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control, over the exercise of the powers | 
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to which the Bill applies—and those are | 


any powers vested at the time of the 
passing of the Bill in the eight depart- 
ments which I have mentioned, and also 
any powers vested in the Lord-Lieutenant 
or the Chief Secretary at the time of the 
passing of the Bill relating to those 
departments, and any powers which may 
be declared hereafter to be vested in 
those departments. Therefore the fune- 
tion of the Council is ts control the 
exercise of the powers now 

hereafter to be vested in the eight depart- 
ments I have mentioned. The method 
by which the Council is to exercise those 
powers is by resolution of the Council 
itself. The authorities in whom the 
powers are for the time being vested 
shall, subject to the provisions of the 
Bill, act in accordance with the resolu- 
tions of the Irish Council in respect 
of the exercise of those and 
shall obey any direction given by 
the Council with respect to the 
mission of any matter relating to the 
exercise of these powers of the 
I want the House to realise the 
of proceeding 


vested or 


powe I's, 


sub- 


Council. 
method 
The powers remain vested 
in the departments, but the exercise of 
those powers is to be controlled by 
resolution of the Council in the manner 
which I have indicated. The final autho- 
rity of Parliament is maintained by means 
of a power which is entrusted to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of reserving questions for con- 
sideration. He may reserve any reso 
lution of the Irish Council, and when he 
has so reserved that resolution it will not 
operate until it is confirmed by him. 
And on the consideration of any reso- 
lution so reserved he may either confirm 
the resolution or he may annul it, or he 
may remit the matter for further con- 
sideration by the Council, together with 
any expression of opinion he thinks fit 
to make thereon. If anything more than 
that is necessary in order to preserve the 
efficiency of the ») prevent 
public 0 ; 
in matters where immediate action 
be expected, the Lord-Lieutenant may 
make such order in respect to the matter 
as, in his opinion, the necessity of the 
case may require, That, of course, is 
Government business. The Lord-Lieu- 
tenant will remain, under the provisions 
of this Bill, a Party officer, and any inter- 

ference that he feels called upon to make 
by way of annulling any resolution of 
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the Council will, of course, naturally 
come under consideration and discussion 


in this House and will be defended if it 
requires defence by the Chief Secretary. 
Therefore, subject and save so far as in 
the unlikely event of any interference by 
the Lord-Lieutenant by way of annulling 
a resolution of the Council—save and so 
far as that safeguard is created by the 
Bill, it is intended that the Couneil shall 
have full control over the exercise by 
these departments of their powers. 


And it is intended—and the Bill pro- 
vides for that - to arrange for the exercise 
of these powers of control by means of 
committees. The Council will be autho- 
rised to establish as many 
as it thinks fit, either of a general or 
special nature, consisting umber 
of persons as it thinks fit, and sorieton 
to organise and set up these comn Litter 
But there must 


coninittees 


of such n 


be a Finance Committee, 


2 Public Works Committee, a Local 
Government Committee, and an [duea 
tion Committee. These committees 
required to be forthwith set up. Other 
committees relating to other subjects it 
is for the Council to determine whethe 
they will have or not, and of 
character they are to be. The work of 
the committees, when they have concluded 


their investigations of the matter sub 
mitted to them by the departments, will 
come before the Council itself for cont 

mation or rejection or 
committee shall have a 
is to be appointed by the Lord-Lieutenant. 
Now I have to make a distinction between 
six of the departments and the two 
educational departments. The 
ments we leave alone to exercise theit 
statutory powers, doing their ordinary 
routine work and generally attending to 
the business of the oftice, subject always 
to the control of the committee and of 
the Council who are placed over them 
and may call upon them to submit what- 
ever matters they think fit, and to come 
to such decision on each particular case, 
be it big or be it little, as they think fit. 
We do not propose to leave the education 
hoards in that position, and we take by 
this Bill power by Order in Councei! to 
constitute a new Education Department ; 
and when that Education Department has 
been constituted there will be a complete 
transfer to it of the powers and the funds 
of the Commissioners, who will be 
upon dissolved. We, therefore, do 
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propose—and this is a part of the Bill to 
which I personally attach most enormous 
importance—that there shall be for the 
first time in Ireland an Education Depart- 
ment, which shall have responsibility for 
primary and secondary education in 
that country, and that that department, 
when it is constituted, will come under 
the control of this new Council, just in 
the same manner as the other six depart- 
ments to which I have alluded. Provision 
will be made for the payment to the 
president of the Council and the chairman 
of any committee of such salaries as the 
Council themselves may provide, 


| think now I should refer to the 
schedule showing the proposed con- 
stituencies which are to elect the eighty- 
two Members of the Council. They are 
divided into county boroughs and 
counties. As to the county boroughs, 
Dublin will remain with four members in 
its four divisions. Belfast will have its 
four Members in its four divisions ; Cork 
will have its two Members as an un- 
divided constituency ; and Londonderry, 
Limerick, and Waterford will have one 
each as now. Of the counties Antrim 
will have four Members ; Londonderry, 
2; Donegal, 4; Tyrone, 4; Down, 4— 
Newry is deprived of any representation 
and thrown into the county ; Armagh, 3 ; 
Cavan, | (instead of 2 as in this House) ; 
Monaghan, 1; Fermanagh, 1; Dublin, 
2; Wicklow, 1; Wexford, 2; Carlow, 1 ; 
Kilkenny (with the city), 1; Kildare, 1; 
Queen’s, 1 ; King’s, 1; Louth, 1 ; Meath, 
1; Westmeath, 1; Longford, 1; Cork, 
7; Kerry, 2 (instead of 4); Limerick, 2 ; 
Clare, 2; Tipperary, 4+; Waterford, 1; 
Mayo, 4; Galway (with the city), 4; 
Sligo, 2; Roscommon, 2; Leitrim, 1. 
That makes eighty-two elected Members ; 
add to this twenty-four nominated Mem- 
hers and one ¢s officio Member and you 
have a total of 107. I do not think, 
having regard to the number of com- 
mittees that will probably be found 
necessary to manage this ditticult business 

-and the considerable size which the 
Kdueation Committee, for example, will 
have to be—I do not think that is too 
large « body to place at the disposal of 
the country the services of men of 
business whom we hope to see sitting 
upon it. With regard to the Education 
Committee, we propose that the Lord- 
Lieutenant shall have power on that 


committee to appoint persons having 


{7 May 1907} 


Council. 94 


experience in education, not being 
members of the Council, to be additional 
members of the Education Committee, 
the number so appointed not to exceed 
one-fourth of the whole number of the 
members of the committee ; and women 
may be appointed as additional members 
of the Education Committee. I do not 
think that the 107 is at all too large a 
hody to supply the necessary material 
to discharge the very important duties 
that will be imposed upon them. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) : 
For what period will they be elected ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: For three years. 

I now pass on to the very important sub- 
ject of ways and means. We _ propose 
to establish a separate fund for the 
purposes of this Act, to be called the 
Irish Fund, and all payments to that fund 
shall be paid to the credit of the account 
of that fund at the Bank of Ireland or at 
such other bank as the Irish Council shall 
determine. We propese to constitute by 
Order in Council an Irish Treasury, having 
at its head a Treasurer for Ireland. Now 
in order to feed this Irish Fund, our 
proposal is to charge on the Consolidated 
Fund and to pay into the Irish Fund, for 
the general purposes of this Act, certain 
annual sums to be fixed by Parliament 
afresh every five years. A less period 
ean, I think, hardly be thought of as 
possible, nor would a longer period, I 
think, be found to be practicable, certainly 
not to be advisable. The quinquennial 
period seems to us, after consideration 
and discussion with persons in [reland 
connected with our oflices, to be the 
best period that we can suggest to the 
House. What is that sum to be for the 
first period of five years? The present 
cost of administering the services covered 
by these eight departments is a little over 
two millions. Now, there is no single 
man, however stern and strong and 
Parnellian he may be, and certainly no 
body of men, unless they were wholly 
berett of their senses, who would consent 
to take over these eight departments at 
that figure. Todo so would be to plunge 
into a sea of troubles, and without the 
faintest prospect of doing any real good 
work either for Ireland or for one’s own 
reputation. Think, for example, of the 
Education Committee responsible to Ire- 
land, face to face with the Irish teachers, 
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face to face with the condition of the 
school buildings—the thing is perfectly 
unthinkable. Think also of the Com- 
mittee of Public Works charged with the 
development of the railways, the harbours, 
and the fisheries of Ireland. They cannot 
spend their time rattling at the doors of 
the Treasury in the way I have described ; 
they must be supplied with funds either 
to spend or to lend or to accumulate to 
provide for great schemes of arterial 
drainage or the like, as in their interest 
and common sense they think best ; and 
therefore we may be perfectly certain of 
this, that it will be hopelessly impossible 
to induce any Council, or any body of 
men—it ought to be impossible for us to 
allow ourselves—to go along endeavourivg 
to do the work we all desire to see done 
in Ireland, both with regard to the 
improvement of its education and the de 
velopment of its resources, without a con- 
siderable increase of the funds to be placed 
at the disposal of the Irish people. 
We therefore, in addition to, or in excess 
of, the £2,000,000, propose a sum of 
£650,000 a year. This sum, although 
it has been carefully considered, is not 
intended to be taken as based upon an 
exact Estimate. It is based upon a 
general view of the state of certain Irish 
services, and of the certain needs of those 
Departments during the next five years. 
I hope to hear that amount criticised. 
Whether we shall be told it is too large, I 
wait to hear. I do not desire to express 
any opinion adverse to the Treasury on 
the matter. They have treated me with 
great kindness and consideration in all 
my communications with them, but I 
am certainly prepared most actively to 
maintain that it is not one penny too 
much. This excess sum of £650,000 
per annum, which I name at once in order 
that it may be in the minds of hon. 
Members as part of the finance of the 
transaction, is to be treated separately 
in the Bill. £300,000 a year, a part 
of the £650,000, is intended to provide 
capital for the purpose of public works 
and the general development of Ireland. 
That distinction, which everybody must 
see, ought to be struck between the natural 
annual out-goings in connection with 
any particular Departments, and that 
kind of capital expenditure on enduring 
works which are not happily of annual 
recurrence. We, therefore, propose to 
carry £300,000 per annum, although this 
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is all part of the Irish Fund, to a par- 
ticular account called a Public Works 
Grant. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London): 
Is that in substitution of the existing 
system of loans, or in addition to it / 


Well, the statutory 
powers are not to be affected. In that 
sense it will be an additional grant 
of £300,000 a year for the purposes of 
this particular work. It is not sub- 
stituted for any statutory obligation, and, 
therefore, so far as it is discretionary with 
the Treasury it may be additional. We 
intend this to be paid every year for the 
purpose of providing the new Council 
with a sum on which, if they like, they 
can borrow, and obtain advantages, being 
a certain sum which they will receive 
each year during the five years. Another 
portion of the £650,000, about £114,000, 
when you come to investigate it— 


Mr. BIRRELL: 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am 
interrupt, but this is so important that I 
want to clear the matter up. At present, 
as the House is aware, there are sums 
lent to Ireland by leave of the Treasury 
to the Public Works Loans Department. 
I want to know whether this grant, of 
which the right hon. Gentleman is speak- 
ing, is in substitution for these loans, or in 
addition to it. 


Sorry to 


Mr. BIRRELL: If I have not been 
understood, I dare say it is my fault. 
In effect it is an addition. I say there is 
£114,000 which is also intended for 
expenditure that is in the nature of 
capital expenditure—for example, school 
buildings. We proposed, as the House 
may remember, £40,000 a year before we 
entered into this particular proposal for a 
period of three years for the purpose of 
school buildings. That is the kind of 
expenditure we have in our minds when 
we say that this £114,000 will partake 
of the nature of capital expenditure, and 
will not be annual expenditure in the 
ordinary sense. We, therefore, have 
these two sums, £300,000 and £114.000, 
which leave a sum of about £236,000 per 
annum to assist in providing for the 
general purposes of administration of the 
Departments under the Council, including 
the Irish Treasury. These three sums of 
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£300,000, £114,000, and £236,000 make | 
up the £650,000, which is the excess sum 
over and above the £2,000,000 which is the | 
present cost of running these Depart- | 
ments. These sums will altogether con- 
stitute the Irish Fund plus the £1,450,000 | 
of local grants. That is allocated by 
statute to particular purposes—county 
councils and other bodies that will be in 
no way affected by it. These sums, 
£2,000,000, £236,000, and £1,450,009, 
make up a sum of £3,700,000. If you add 
to that the public works grant of £300,000 
and the supplementary grant of £114,000 
you get a sum of over £4,000,000. That 
will constitute, as a whole, the Irish Fund, 
which would be the guarantee fund in sub- 
stitution for the existing guarantee fund. 
We, of course, propose that those funds 
constituting the Irish Fund are paid, in the 
manner I have already described, into the 
Irish Bank, and all expenses of the Irish 
Council and all expenses incidental to the 
powers of those eight Departments other- 
wise incurred in the execution of the Act 
are paid out of the Irish Fund, and 
Parliament is released of any obligation to 
provide for these expenses otherwise than 
by means of payments directly to be 
made to the Irish Fund. It is provided 
that it shall be the duty of any Depart- 
ment or authority to whom this Act 
applies to prepare every financial year, 
with respect to those Boards, estimates 
in the manner with which we are familiar, 
under such headings as may be determined 
by the Irish Council. These estimates, 
when prepared, will be referred to the 
Finance Committee under the Irish Act, 
and after they have been considered by 
the Committee, the Council must by resolu- 
tion appropriate the actual sum to be 
expended under that head. We provide, 
of course, for an audit of the funds by the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General under 
Section 33 of the Exchequer and Audit 
Act, 1866. We impose _necessarily— 
having regard to the quinquennial 
character of the grant—certain restric- 
tions. I do not know that I can usefully 
add more on the subject of finance. It is 
a little difficult to explain, but I hope I 
have made it plain that there is to be this 
Irish Fund, of what the Irish Fund is 
to consist, that the new money over and 
above the £2,000,000 is to be £650,000 a 
year, and that thatsum is % be divided, 
in a manner which I nave described, into 
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what roughly may be called capital and 
income, inorder to meet the purposes to 
which it is appropriated. 

Before, however, I can _ entirely 
leave the subject of finance I must 
refer to a question which has arisen 
under the Land Purchase Act. A 
little cloud, already bigger a good deal 
than a man’s hand, has arisen over the 
horizon in respect of that land finance, 
and I should like to state shortly what 
the position is in regardto that. Under 
the Act of 1903, the landlords are paid, 
not in stock, but in cash, and in order to 
get the cash wherewith to pay them you 
have to go to the investing public and 
induce them to buy your land stock. 
This is a most excellent security. It 
yields 2? per cent. and the capital is 
payable at par at the end of thirty years, 
and why there should be any shyness on 
the part of investors in investing their 
money is not for me to say. But the 
fact 1s that at present for every £100 of 
stock to be raised in order to get the funds 
wherewith to pay the landlords we only 
get £85. That involves an annual loss 
spread over the whole of sixty-eight and 
a half years of £4,000 for every million 
of money. Under the Act such a loss 
is thrown upon the Irish Development 
Grant. Everybody has heard of the 
[rish Development Grant, although few 
ever realise the number of things cast 
upon it. It has been a most useful beast 
of burden, but I am afraid that, not 
immediately, but at no great distance 
of time it must die, by the roadside, so 
many burdens have been placed upon 
it. It is at present a Fund of £185,000 
a year; £20,000 goes to the Congested 
Districts Board; £5,000 to Trinity 
College, Dublin, reducing it to £160,000 
a year. Other burdens have been cast 
upon it in respect of education and the 
like, but it is practically the Fund on 
which we depend to meet this loss. The 
loss already on the appropriation of 
stock is £70,000 a year, and that the 
frish Development Grant still has to 
bear. If during five years the Irish 
Land Stock was to issue at the rate of 
£6,000,000 a year that would mean a 
sum of £30,000,000 and £4,000 for every 
million would be the loss to be borne by 
the Irish Development Grant. This 
Irish. Development Grant is, therefore, 
m:a.very .parlous state. What comes 
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after the Irish Development Grant ? 
The ratepayers of Ireland. Upon the 
Guarantee Fund there are certain local 
demands, such as workhouse doctors, 
masters and mistresses, payment for 
pauper lunatics, and district asylums of 
Ireland, and the Irish people are naturally 
agitated because they see nothing between 
them and an enormous burden upon 
their rates, except this rapidly depleting 
Trish Development Grant. They natur- 
ally ask what is going to be done. That, 
after all, is still im futuro, because the 
Irish Development Grant is not dead yet 
and may last three or four years, even if 
the loss on flotation continues as great as 
it is. The present loss has been thrown 
upon it in respect of something which is 
not in their Irish Development Grant, 
namely, the advantageous terms offered 
to people to induce them to take up this 
stock. Stock applied for in March, 
although payable by instalments up to 
June, bears six months interest to its 
holders, as if they were in the concern for 
the whole six months. Somebody has 
got to pay for that, and that loss has 
amounted to £73,000 in two years. Un- 
fortunately, this was not discovered until 
the end of the second year; so that this 
accumulated loss of £73,000 has suddenly 
heen thrown upon the Irish counties. 
That is a condition of things which 
requires careful consideration, and the 
Treasury are considering means by which 
they may, if possible, prevent this loss on 
the issue of every £1,000,000 of land 
stock. At present, however, all we can 
say to Ireland is that the Irish Develop- 
ment Grant will last as the main fund 
liable to pay these capital losses on 
flotation for, at all events, three years ; 
and we are going to throw on the Irish 
Development Grant the losses, repre- 
senting £73,000, occasioned by the 
methods adopted to induce the public to 
take these shares. In the opinion of the 
law ofticers, they could not be properly 
charged on the Irish Development Grant 
as it stands, and we are taking power to 
do that. Therefore the immediate loss 
to the Irish ratepayer will no longer fall 
upon him, and the prospective loss will 
not appear for two or three years, 
during which time the Exchequer con- 
fidently expect they will be able to devise 
some plan or scheme by which this night. 
mare may be taken off the minds of tae 
ratepapers. It is a nightmare of a very 
Mr. Birrell. 
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serious character, because, if these losses 
were really to fall on the Irish rate- 
payer, it would be a blow to the system 
of land purchase which it would probably 
not be able to stand ; and God forbid that 
anything should happen to interfere with 
the transfer of the land under the terms 
of that or some modified measure. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether the actual loss of £73,000 which 
has been deducted from the grant due to 
the county councils of Ireland will be 
provided for and repaid to the Irish 
Development Grant account 4 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am not in a posi 
tion to make that statement. The 
provisions of the Bill relate only to 
future losses and not to the losses 
which have already been paid by the 
county councils. 

There are only two other provisions 
of the Bill to which I wish to call 
attention. One is that we make use 
of this occasion to get rid of a 
doubt which exists in s)me_ people's 
minds as to whether the office of Lord- 
Lieutenant can be held without reference 
to religious belief. The Bill provides 
that, notwithstanding anything to the 
contrary in any other Act, every subject 
of His Majesty shall be qualified to hold 
the office of Lord-Lieutenant without 
reference to his religious belief ; and in 
the same way there is a clause which 
provides that in the exercise of any 
powers to which this Act applies no 
preference shall be shown to any religious 
denomination, and any act or thing done, 
so far as it gives any such preference, 
shall be declared invalid. Any question 
involving a contravention of the Act is 
to be brought before the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council within one 
year, and the Committee shall determine 
the question, and their decision shall be 
tinal. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth): Who is to appoint the 
officials of the departments controlled by 
this Council ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: The power to appoint 
or remove officers to whom the Act 
applies is a power which is deemed and 
intunded.to be atpower within this Act, 
and,: tnerefore, it will be a power 
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exercised by the Council. We have 


provided in the fullest possible way to | 


save the rights of all existing servants in 
the same way as, I believe, has been done 
in previous measures—that is to say, that 
existing Officers, if they give six months 


notice of their intention to retire, or 


are required to retire, shall be entitled 
to receive such payment out of the 
Irish Fund as the Lord-Lieutenant may 
award. Our object is to secure in every 
possible way the rights of existing officers 
with regard to their pensions. 


I do not know exactly, of course, 
what line of objection will be taken 
to this measure, but I do not see 
how any assembly of a democratic 
character can reject it unless it is 
honestly and deliberately satisfied that 
the majority of the Irish people are 
unfit to exercise any real control over 
their own Local Government Board, their 
Department of Agriculture, their Public 
Works Department, and the education otf 
their children. If you say that the 
control exercised by this House is sutti- 
cient, [ admit you will have an answer 
to this Bill; but nobody does say that of 
the government of Ireland as at present 
carried on under these boards and depart 
ments that can honestly and truthfully 
be said. It is part of the case that | 
assumed at the beginning of my speech 
that the present administration—what 
is called Dublin Castle adiministration— 
cannot be defended. Now, if we are 
told, as I dare say we may be, that 
Protestants under this Bill will have no 
chance of employment, I shall wait with 
some curiosity to see how that argument 
is developed. Ireland is an overwhelin- 
ingly Roman Catholic country. It is not 
very surprising to tind that in the county 
and borough councils there are 1,023 
Catholic councillors as against 262 Pro- 
testants. Ir you look at the matter by 
provinces you find that in Ulster the 
Protestants are slightly over-represented 
and in the Catholic provinces you will 
find the Catholics also—not much, not 
materially, but slightly over-represented. 
The fact is youcan hardly help that being 
so. So far as the election of county 
councillors is concerned, if that is to be 
any guide in the matter, you will find 
that what has happened in Ireland is just 
What would happen in any country what- 
ever. It is not easy for a Roman 
Catholic to find his way into this House 
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on either side excepting he comes from 
Ireland. I regret it should be so, and I 
do not understand why it should be ; so but 
I do not see why we should expect other 
people to exhibit a greater amount of 
liberality than we do ourselves. I do 
not think also that much should be made, 
or will be made by people who are really 
cognisant with Ireland, of the inability of 
people to get employment if they do not 
happen to profess the faith of the prevail- 
ing majority. Iam aware that there are 
complaints both among Catholics in 
Protestant parts of Ireland and among 
Protestants in Catholic parts, but Ido not 
think that on close investigation they will 
be found to amount to very much, and | 
shall be very much surprised if any one 
acquainted with the conditions of Kerry 
or Limerick will assert that in those 
counties no Protestant need apply, and 
refuse to the Irish people these 
very limited rights of being trained 
in the habits of self-government simply 
because there is a _ population of 
3,388,000 Roman Catholics as against 
1,150,000 Protestants. Surely you are 
not going to deny to the _ people 
this valuable opportunity of education in 
the habits of dignity, self-restraint, and 
self-government simply because by an 
overwhelming majority they belong to 
one particular faith ? 


I dare say we shall be told that 
this Bill paves the way to Home Rule. 
It the proposals contained in this 
Bill become law and obtain a fair 
trial, if the new Council after some 
vears is a success, why, then, I dare say 
it may pave the way to Home Rule. Ir, 
on the other hand, it is a failure, it ap- 
pears to me that it would present a very 
considerable obstacle to persuading the 
electors in this country, who have been 
called the predominant partners, to 
accept Home Rule. But surely it is not 
going to Se contended—I know it will 
not be contended—that the Irish people 
are to be refused the opportunity of 
getting the training they require in the 
exercise of the rights they ought to have 
in the control of their own country—you, 
the Unionist Party, cannot refuse those 
rights on the ground that if they avail 
themselves of them and prove themselves 
fit to have Home Rule, one of the ditii 
culties in the way of Home Rule will be 
removed. You cannot want to keep the 
Irish people in a state of chronic poverty 
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and disease. [OPPOSITION cries of “ Oh” 
and “Shame.”| If hon. Gentlemen will 
read the medical reports they will dis- 
cover that tubercular disease is making 
very great progress among the Irish 
people, and one of the first needs of any 
Irish Government is to deal with that 
question prompily. Therefore, I say I 
am perfectly justified in saying it cannot 
be argued that the Irish people are to be 
denied the right of showing themselves 
fit for self-government, simply because if 


they show that they are fit, the English | 


people may be disposed, some day or 
other, to give way to their demard for it. 


That would be a shocking and terrible | 
influenced the right hon. Gentleman. If 


doctrine, and I am quite sure it is not 
the doctrine of the Party opposite. The 
Unionists of Ireland, Protestants as the 
majority are, love their country as much 
as any men can do, although they know 
it will remain, probably for ever, a 
Roman Catholic country ; and I cannot 
believe they will deliberately refuse any 
well reasoned way whereby the wealth 
and prosperity of the Irish people can be 
increased and their chances of growing 
in those habits of self-respect, dignity, 
and self-restraint, which we all long to 
see them possess, promoted. 
fied that when that is put before them 
their objections to this measure will 
prove unjustifiable, and they will, after 
full consideration, not stand in the way 
between Ireland and the great advantages 
offered to her by these proposals. I beg 
to move. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to provide for the Establishment and 
Functions of an Administrative Council 
in Ireland ; and for other purposes con- 
nected therewith.”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Although the 
right hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down has displayed in the speech to 
which we have listened the familiar 
qualities of lucidity, humour, and 
eloquence to which we are accustomed 
when he rises to address us, I confess 
that he has not left upon my mind 
the impression that the plan he 
has laid before the House is one that 
even he himself takes seriously. After 
having listened to all he has had to say 
as to its character and as to its object, it 
must surely be evident to every one that 
there is no object which we ought to 

Mr, Birrell. 
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desire or which any of us do desire in 
connection with the government of 
Ireland which would be furthered by the 
extraordinary proposals to which we 
have just listened. The right hon. 
Gentleman began, naturally enough, by 
giving us an account of the enormous 
chaos and complication, as he called it, of 
the Irish Boards. 
Mr. BIRRELL: I did not say chaos, 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rather 
understood that it was this enormous 
number of Boards under nobody’s control 
which was one of the reasons which 


in introducing the word “chaos” I have 
exceeded his meaning, I regret it. If 
the evil of Ireland is that it has so many 


| separate boards, wky has the right hon. 


Gentleman only dealt with the number 
which he has? In view of all the evils 
inseparable from boards in Iveland—not 
inseparable apparently from boards in 
England or Scotland ; indeed, two new 
boards are about to be established in Scot- 
land—why is it that out of the forty-seven 
boards with which the right hon. Gentle- 
man might have dealt he has left thirty- 
eizht undealt with, absolutely untouched, 
absolutely unmentioned except in the 
exordium of his speech? All this talk 
about the character of Irish Government 


| is really based for the most part upon 
| prejudice or ignorance of the working of 
| the institution. 
| the gangway object to the way it has 
| worked ; but I do not think any serious 
| eritic 


Hon. Gentleman below 


says the machine itself is an 
unworkable machine. Partly because 
one of the domiciles of Irish Government 
happens to be called a Castle, because it 
is possible for literary orators to talk 
about its gloomy portals, they raise a sort 
of prejudice that medieval practices 
prevail in Dublin Castle, which would 
never be suggested if it were called by 
some more prosaic name. When the 
right hon. Gentleman gave us an 
eloquent account of how the stream of 


Irish life flowed by the walls of the 
Castle leaving it entirely upon one 


side, I wondered whether anybody with 
an equal gift of rhetoric with the right 
hon. Gentleman might from the colonial 
point of view have described even 
Downing Street in not dissimilarlanguage, 
and I would ask whether the Treasury 
itself is regarded by anybody outside the 
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Treasury as in the full stream of public 
life in this country. Is the Treasury 
sympathetic with every demand made 


upon it by an anxious population ? No, | 
| opinion or Scottish opinion, still more 


Sir, the Treasury is not always sympa- 
thetic. I would seriously suggest that 
we ought not to use about this much- 
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abused Dublin Castle language which has | 


no better justification than 


similar | 


language which might be used against | 


offices within 200 yards of where I am 
speaking, and where, at all events, the 
right hon. Gentleman paid a most 
merited tribute both to the purity of 
that administration and the abilitv of 
those who are cooducting it. The right 
hon. Gentleman ended his speech by 
saying, ‘* Are you going to deny Ireland 
this boon we offer to her and which is 
to educate her in self-respect?” If a 
board representing the county council 
electors, with a nominated fourth, is 
necessary to the self respect of Ireland, | 
cannot see why it is not necessary for the 
self-respect of England. I see a great 
many able administrators before me. I 


respectfully put to the President of the | 


‘ 


Local Government Board for England 
the question whether he thinks his duties 
of controlling certain administrative 
functions connected with local bodies in 
England would be better performed if he 
» be a servant of this House and 
servant of a body elected by 


ceased ti 
became the 
those whom it is his business in certain 
respects to control? How would 
President of the English Local Govern- 
ment Board fare if instead of being 
dependent for his position 
contidence of this House, which in many 
respec possesses, he depended upon 
the Poplar Board of Guardians? Yet, if 
[ rightly understand the _ political 
philosophy of the right hon. Gentieman 
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this House of any of the labours which 
the Leader of the Irish Party has so 
eloquently dilated upon; thirdly, are 
you going to satisfy either E 


Council. 


English 


are you going to satisfy Irish opinion by 
this scheme? I will answer those 
questions very briefly. You are not 
going to improve administration, and 
nobody thinks you can improve it by 
these methods. What are you going to 
do? To substitute for the well-tried 
plan of a permanent official responsible 
to a Parliamentary official, the plan of 
an official no longer permanent, I am 
afraid, an official who is responsible to a 
committee, then responsible to a semi- 
elected Assembly, which is responsible 
toa Lord-Lieutenant, who is responsible 
to a Cabinet, which is responsible to this 
House. A more preposterous way oI 
attempting to carry out the local govern- 
ment of a country surely never wes 
conceived. The counties have got prac- 
tically all that the English counties have 
got in the way of autonomy. Are you 
going to improve that system by putting 
over those counties another body partly 
elected by the same constituency, partly 
nominated ? The work will no longer 
be done by the rapid, expeditious, and 
well tried method which like wise men 
you are going to keep in England and 
Scotland. That you propose to abolis! 
in Ireland, and to substitute this most 
impossible plan of committees responsible 
to a body which is itself to have its work 
surveyed by the Lord-Lieutenant. Let 
us suppose that in the exercise of these 


| duties it is found that the new body is 


who has just sat down, his view is that | 


the self-respect of Englishmen, their 
education in the higher purposes of 
policy, cannot really be earried out so 
long as the President of the English 
Local Government Board is only respon- 
sible to this House, and that the 
President of the Board ought to be made 
responsible as soon as possible not to 
this House, but to those whom it is his 
business to supervise, and in some respect 
to control. That brings me to the first 
of three questions. Those three ques- 
tions are—first, are you going to improve 
Irish administration by what you are 
doing ; secondly, are you going to relieve 


carrying out a work extremely unpopular 
in a particular district of Ireland, let us 
say Ulster, and let us suppose that the 
police or even the military are required 
in order to see that the law as interpreted 
and as carried out by this new hybrid 
body is really obeyed. It is not a hybrid 
Council who have the right to send the 
police, luckily ; it is not they who hav. 
to send the military, luckily ; it is th 
Lord- Lieutenant. Suppose the Lord 
Lieutenant does not agree with th 
Council, who is going to settle that ques 
tion? You will have a collision of 
authorities on this plan which must make 
your whole scheme break down. Again, 
who is going to advise the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant? You throw upon him a task of 
enormous difficulty. You leave him a 
partisan official, you leave him what he 
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is now, a nominee and representative of 
one of the two great Parties in the State, 
you tell him that he has to survey and 
adjudicate upon the resolutions of these 
committees, of this Assembly. If you 
give him a staff to enable him to survey 
these resolutions and form a judgment 
upon them, you have a double staff. If 
you make him dependent on a staff 
nominated by your semi-elected Council, 
you make him dependent on the advice 
of those whom he has to criticise. You 
must give him some independent source 
of information. What provision do you 
make for it? If you do make provision 
for it in your Bill, does it not stand to 
reason that you are re-duplicating and 
increasing the complexity of that 
machinery of government which you say 
it is your first desire to simplify and 
make clear? That is not all. You are 
going to nominate a fourth of this repre- 
sentative Council. The fourth nominated 
will be nominated by a particular Govern- 
ment of a particular complexion in this 
country. Nt hope and believe that those 
at present in office would be careful that 
their appointments had not a political 
complexion, but at all events it is possible 
they might have a political complexion. 
The appointments are for three years. 
Suppose that at the end of the first of those 
years they go out of office. Their political 
opponents come in and a new Lord-Lieu- 
tenant comes in of entirely different 
views, answerable to a Cabinet of entirely 
different views, and supported by a House 
of Commons of entirely different views. 
What position is that unfortunate man 
in, and are you going to improve Irish 
administration by methods of that kind ? 
How are you going to deal between this 
Irish Board which has supreme power— 
which may represent not the majority 
of the elected body, not the gentlemen 
below the gangway, not the majority of 
the people of Ireland, nor the majority 
of the United Kingdom—and a Lord- 
Lieutenant who has to carry out his duties 
to the best of his ability! By having 
this selected hojy of a complexion which 
may be at variance with a Lord-Lieutenant 
representing the majority of this House 
you will make administration impossible. 
This system of checks and counter-checks 
I do not believe will safeguard anybody’s 
interests, but it will destroy the whole 
mobility and efficiency of your machine. 
[ do not see that the right hon. Gentle- 
man has made the smallest suggestion in 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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‘of his speech the right hon. Gentleman 
| quoted a line of poetry which he applied 
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his speech by which the danger I have 
In the course 


to Dublin Castle as being “ unfriended, 
melancholy, and slow”; how slow will 
the new machinery be when a_ Lord- 
Lieutenant, hostile to the majority, has 
complete power to stop the whole 
machine? I venture to prophesy that, 
from the administrative point of view, 
people will look back to the halcyon days 
when through “the gloomy portals” of 
Dublin Castle they could see work done. 
business carried through, executed with 
regularity and with speed. So much for 
the first question I put with regard to 
administrative efficiency. I ask a second 
question—Is the right hon Gentleman 
going to relieve this House? [| imagine 
the scheme would relieve us of three 
days of Irish Estimates, but i am not 
quite sure. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Chief Secretary 
will remain here to answer on_ the 
Estimates of the other departments. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then I do not 
think it will relieve us at all in the 
matter of Estimates. So far as legisla- 
tion is concerned, there will be no relief, 
because by the hypothesis this new 
Assembly may be preparing the way for 
some future legislative body. At Ques- 
tion time the Irish Members will not be 
allowed to ask Questions affecting any of 
the eight departments which are taken 
away from the supervision of this House, 
and handed over to the relative obscurity 
of departments of which this House has 
washed its hands. But Irish Members 
will still remain good supporters of a 
Radical Administration, and they will be 
able to ask questions and raise debates 
upon any use of the veto by the Lord 
Lieutenant, but otherwise their principal 
functions will be to deal with those 
Scottish and English affairs exactly 
analogous in character to those which you 
are taking away from the purview of 
this House, but which in the case of 
England and Scotland you mean to leave 
within the purview of this House. The 
103 Irish Members may come here, and, 
indeed, ought to, and are expected to, 
come here to discuss everything connected 
with England and Scotland analogous to 
the business which is to be transferred to 
the new Council; but this House and 
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English and Scottish Members are not to 
say a word as to how those functions are 
carried out on the other side of St. 
George’s Channel by this Council. That, 
I think, is a grossly unfair arrangement 
which utterly upsets the balance of power 
in this House, but does not relieve us of 
an hour’s work, and the labour of Parlia- 
ment will remain undiminished. Are 
you going to satisfy Ireland? Will the 
scheme satisfy the Unionists of Ireland ? 
The right hon. Gentleman read some 
statistics by which he proved to his own 
satisfaction that, though there might be 
a slight over-balance of representation 
of Protestants in Ulster, and a slight 
over-balance of representation of Roman 
Catholics in the rest of Ireland, neverthe- 
less, broadly speaking, politics have not 
been allowed unduly to interfere with the 
work of the county councils, and that we 
might anticipate from this new  semi- 
elected body that in that respect it might 
be expected to follow the good example 
which, he thinks, has been set by the 
county councils, My information wholly 
differs from that of the right hon Gentle- 
man. It is quite certain that the great 
leaders of Irish Nationalist opinion have 
openly avowed the policy that the county 
councils should be used for Nationalist 
and political purposes. They have used 
their immense influence to see that that 
intention is carried out, and it has been 
carried out. Do you think this large 
Council will prove less political, that it 
will use its power less directly for political 
objects than the smaller units which it is 
supposed to supervise? It would be 
folly to hold out any such expectation. I 
doubt whether the Irish Nationalists them- 
selves will hold out any such expectation. 
li they do, lam sure the expectation will 
he disappointed by the event. As 
‘ertainly as the sun rises in the east and 
sets in the west, so certainly if you bring 
into being this semi-elected body, 
1ominally for the purpose of controlling 
ind administering these eight depart- 
nents, it will be used by those who have 
the majority in it for political and 
Nationalist purposes. Then, you may 
<ay, if that is so, at all events the scheme 
will satisfy the Nationalists. If a body 
is to be created which can be used for 
political objects, those who are to use the 
weapon will welcome its being forged by 
the Government. It is for them to speak 
ipon that point, and I do not presume to 
anticipate their verdict. But they have 
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| over and over again, in unmistakable 
| language, told us that nothing will satisfy 
them except a representative Assembly 
|in Ireland, to which there shall be an 
Administration responsible. There is no 


| Administration responsible to this Assem- 


bly, and the Assembly is not repre- 
sentative. 80 per cent. are elected, 20 per 
cent. are not elected. When the right 


| hon. Gentleman, surveying the situation, 


said that in a democratic age, a demo- 
cratic country, and a democratic House 
of Commons, only democratic suggestions 
could be entertained, | wondered whether 
he thought a Council in which a fourth of 
the members were nominated corres- 
ponded with his idea of democracy in the 
sense that that word is used in our daily 
debates. 


Mr. BIRRELL: A minority may be 
representative of a democracy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite agree 
that vou may conceive a nominated 
Assembly which may in a real sense be 
representative, but that is different from 
a democratically constituted Assembly. 
I do not know whether a plan by which 
a fourth of your whole Assembly is not 
elected, but nominated by the British 
Cabinet, by the Crown, or the Lord- 
Lieutenant, on the advice of the British 
Ministers of the day, who represent the 
majority in this House and the country, 
is going to satisfy the Irish Nationalists ; 
but I do know it bears not the 
smallest resemblance to any plan they 
have ever advocated, and I am utterly 
unable to see how by any process of 
development it is capable of being turned 
into anything which they have ever 
contemplated. {| MINISTERIAL cheers. ] 
Hon. Gentlemen are evidently under 
the impression that I have made a 
slip. I have not made a slip, and they 
will see exactly what I mean before I 
have finished my speech. I say it is not 
capable of development by any legiti- 
mate means into anything which hon. 
Members say they desire. But before I 


| deal with my last topic I must say some- 
|thing about poor England and Scotland 


in this matter. At present it appears 
that the government of Ireland, through 
these eight Departments, is carried on at 
the cost of over £2,050,000, but the right 
hon. Gentleman says that this amount 
must be increased by rather more than a 
quarter, which would mean £600,000. 
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That is the price which the English and 
Scottish taxpayer is expected to pay in 
order to attain the double object of 
educating the Irish in habits of self-respect 
—I think those are the words of the 
right hon. Gentleman—and of reducing 


Irish administration to a chaotic and 
impotent condition. I think that the 
English and Scottish taxpayers have 


some reason to complain. They get 
nothing, and it is not intended that they 
should, in the way of good administra- 


{COMMONS} 





tion in Ireland, of relieving the labours 
of this House, of having satisfied the 
ultimate Nationalist aspirations ; they get 
nothing, but they have to pay another 
£650,000. I think that when that griev- | 
ance is added to the other grievances of | 
which I spoke, under which 103 Irish 
Members are brought to this House with | 
the power of control over the work done | 
in England and Scotland by the Depart- | 
ments here which correspond to the 
Irish departments, I think you'are asking 
Scotsmen and Englishmen to pay for some- 
thing which is of very little value. I said 
that I could not imagine how this plan was 
to develop legitimately into anything 
which would satisfy Irish aspirations. 
Nor do [see it. How can the Government, 
who avowedly introduce this plan in order 
that we may move an important step | 
towards the realisation of Irish aspirations, 
justify the Bill themselves? I cannot 
answer the question which | inyself put. 
I believe that if it produces ultimately 
any movement in this country in favour 
of Irish Home Rule it will produce it, ne 
because it will be a success, but because | 
it will be a hopeless and complete failure. | 
The only motive which has really moved 
British Home Rule statesmen to abandon 
the task of maintaining the Union, which 
men of all parties up to 1886 thought was 
part of their political heritage, is the 
weariness of dealing year after year with 
this perpetual and perennial Irish prob- 
lem. I have never underrated the mag- 
nitude of that problem. I have never 
held out to any man, party, or audience 
the prospect that this problem is one the 
complete solution of which we shall see | 
in our generation. It is of too old stand- | 
ing; its roots are sunk too deep in the 
past to hope that anything we can do will 
do more than alleviate conditions. Work 
of this nature can only be undertaken when 
the United Kingdon is not merely consti- | 
tutionally, but, as regards every section of | 
the population, enthusiastically beloved | 
Mr. A.J. Balfour, 


yt 
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by its citizens, I have never suggested 
that that prospect was one immediately 
before us, and I recognise that British 
statesmen may well have fainted under 
the weight of the responsibility which, 
generation after generation, the Irish 
problem has placed upon them. It is 
the weariness of that problem, the fatigue 
of sustaining the responsibility of which 
I speak, which has been the great engine 
for converting Englishmen and Scots- 
men, in so far as they are converted, to 
the policy of Home Rule. If this measure 
does anything at all to further that end, 
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}it will be, not because it diminishes cr 


alleviates, but because it grossly aggra- 
vates the difticulty of the problem with 
which we have to deal, because it will 
augment the feeling of disgust, because 
it aggravates the feeling of hopelessness 
too ready to come over us when the 
Irish question is mentioned, and it is 
in that way, and that way only, that it 
has the smallest chances of leading up to 
the “larger policy” of which the right 
hon. Gentleman spoke. At what cost is 
such a consummation to attained 4 
Even those hon. Members sitting below 
the Gangway who desire it can hardly 
say that the attainment of their most 
cherished desires should be reached 
through chaos, confusion, and adminis- 
trative folly, which is, and must be, the 
only fruit of this hasty and ill-considered 
scheme. The scheme satisfies nobody, it 
endangers great interests, it must hamper 
administrative action, and, while it im- 
poses a real grievance on England and 
Scotland, while it will be violently opposed 
by all those who represent Ulster, it will 


be 


certainly do nothing legitimately to meet 


the aspirations so often, so clearly, and 
so earnestly expressed by those who are 
sent here from other portions of Ireland. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I do not rise, let me at once, 
for the purpose of answering the speech 
or attempting to answer the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down. I stand at the opposite pole 
on this matter to him; yet, | must con- 
fess, there were some arguments he used 
of which I, looking at them from the 
opposite pole, felt the force. There- 
fore, I do not consider that it would be 
desirable for me on this occasion to enter 
into what I. may call a debating speech 
in answer to the point raised by the 
right hon. Gentleman. I desire to 


Sav 





112 


sted 
tely 
tish 
der 
ich, 
rish 
5 is 
sue 
ich 
‘ine 
Ots- 
, 10 
ure 
nd, 
or 
l'a- 
ith 
vill 
use 
ess 
rhe 

is 
| It 
to 
ght 
; 18 
lt 
OW 
lly 
SL 
ed 
‘is- 
he 
ed 
er 
m- 
nd 





113 Trish 


address myself, if the House will give me 
indulgence for a comparatively short 
time, to the measure which has been un- 
folded by the right hon Gentleman, as 
far as I understand it. My object 
will be very largely to try and make 
sure that I understand it, and to be very 
cautious about making any declaration 
on any point as to which I am not quite 
certain [ am fully informed. Until the 
actual Bill of the right hon. Gentleman 
is in my hands, and until I and my 
colleagues have had time to consider 
every portion of that scheme, and to 
elicit Ish public opinion with reference 
to it, no one will expect me to offer a 
deliberate or final judgment. My obser- 
vations, therefore, with reference to any 
parts of the scheme must be of a general 
nature, and of a provisional character. 
At the same time I think the House of 
Commons is entitled to hear from us, 
without unnecessary delay, what the 
general attitude of the Irish Nationalist 
Party is towards the scheme as described 
by the right hon. Gentleman. Well, it 
is impossible to speak with precision 
about details before one has had time to 
consider them, though there are some 
considerations that I can deal with with- 
out any reservation whatever, with 
perfect frankness, and I hope with perfect 
precision. My mind, this afternoon, has 
gone back—as the mind of the right hon. 
(sentleman who introduced this measure 
—to those two other occasions when 
proposals were made for dealing with 
this Irish problem. In 1886 and 1893 
that great statesman, Mr. Gladstone, 
whose name will be for ever associated 
with the policy of justice to Ireland, 
proposed to solve this Irish problem by a 





full and frank concession of self-govern- 


ment and autonomy to the Irish people. 
We were asked by him to receive his 
proposals as a settlement of the 
demands which we were making, and not- 
withstanding the fact that there was 
some strong opinion in Ireland as to 
certain parts of the scheme, we frankly 
accepted the proposals. The position 
to-day is entirely different—not that I 
think the view of the Government or the 
Party opposite, speaking of them as a 
whole, is different from the view enter- 
tained by Mr. Gladstone as to the final 
and only real solution of this problem. 
What they offer us to-day is not Home 
Rule ; it is not offered to us as Home 


Rule ; it is not offered as a substitute for | 
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or an alternative to Home Rule. I sup- 
pose it is not necessary for me to say 
again what I understand by Home Rule. 
It is known by men of every Party in 
this House and everybody of all Parties 
in this country. What we mean by 
Home Rule is a freely elected Irish 
Parliament with an executive responsible 
to it. What we mean by Home Rule is 
that in the management of all exclusively 
Irish affairs)Irish public opinion shall be as 
powerful as the public opinion of Canada 
or Australia is in the management of 
Canadian or Australian affairs. That is 
our claim; we rest that claim on historic 
right, on historic title, but we rest it also 
on the admitted failure of British govern- 
ment in Ireland for the last 100 years. 
[ say admitted failure. What Unionist 
or Conservative statesman has gone to 
Ireland for the last twenty five vears to 
carry out Unionist policy who has not 
frankly admitted that the state of 
government in Ireland was injurious to 
Ireland and impossible to sustain! Why, 
I myself heard the present Leader of the 
Unionist Party in the House of Lords 
declare a few short months ago that the 
system of government by Dublin Castle 
was an anachronism and could not con- 
tinue to exist as it is to-day. What has 
the history been of your rule? The 
history of famine, of misery, of insur- 
rection, of depopulation. These are facts 
that cannot be disputed. There have 
been three unsuccessful outbreaks of 
insurrection during that time, there 
has been one great famine which 
swept away in one year 1,500,000 of the 
irish people by starvation. There have 
been famines every decade during that 
period, and depopulation is going on to 
this very moment, so that in a little over 
fifty years one half of the population has 
entirely gone. You may differ from me 
as to the precise cause of all these 
things, but you must admit that your 
rule has not been a success, but a failure. 
We have always been quite frank in these 
matters in the House of Commons, and I 
say that if your rule had been as good in 
the last 100 yearsas it has been bad, if it 
had led to the material advancement of 
Ireland—as in the case of Egypt—still 
our claim would have remained, because 
we stand by the principle enunciated by 
the Prime Minister himself quite recently, 
when he said, “good government can 
never be a substitute for self-government.” 
No man has any doubt what our demand 
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means, and it can only be met by full 


trust in the Irish people. Your own 
history proves it. You tried a half-way 
House in Canada, and you failed. You 


conceded autonomy to Canada, and you 
turned that great province into a great 
united and prosperous nation. The 
lesson you have learned in Canada you 
have bettered in Australia. And is there 
no significance in the presence in England 
at this moment of General Botha! He 
is the Prime Minister of a self-governing 
Transvaal who tells you in his speeches 
that he, who three or four years ago was 
your open foe in the field, has to-day 
become a loyal member of your Empire. 
Why? Because you have fully trusted 
him and his people. We maintain that 
by applying that principle to Ireland, and 
by applying that principle alone, can this 
Irish problem be solved. The Govern- 
ment do not offer us such a solution, and 
the Government do not pretend to do 
so. If this scheme were offered to us as 
a scheme of Home Rule, if it were 
offered as a substitute or an alternative, 
I should feel it my duty, speaking in 
the name of my colleagues here, and | 
think in the name of Irish Nationalists 
in every part of the world, to reject 
and repudiate it. So far as I under- 
stand this scheme it is a continuation 
and development of the policy which 
the Tory Party applied to Ireland in 
1898 by the grant of county councils, and 
that in spite of the fact that Lord 
Salisbury had declared that it was a 
greater calamity than Home Rule itself. 
Under this scheme as proposed there is no 
legislative power whatever extended to 
this Council—not even the power of 
private Bill legislation. Let me say this, 
I am not in favour of getting maimed and 
dwarfed legislative powers. I would 
prefer you should give no_ legislative 
power at all by this scheme than give 
dwarfed, maimed, and limited powers 
You have given no legislative power, and 
I say the creation of such a body as this 
is a continuation and development of the 
policy of the Tory Party in 189s, and 
simply gives control to the Irish people 
over the most important of those irre- 
sponsible boards which have become a 
by-word in this country, and which have 
for years past been wasting millions of 
money in a rotten and inefficient system 
of government. The scheme, moreover, 
as ] understand it, reproduces almost 
exactly, except in one particular which I 


Mr. John Redmond, 
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_in that because that right hon. 
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will mention, the original scheme for 
dealing with the Irish problem which was 
put forward by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham. | 
have heard some people throw doubt upon 
that. I was myself told I was mistaken 
Gentle- 
man’s scheme was a scheme for provincial 
councils in Ireland. That is not so. | 
have here a quotation from the speech of 
the right hon. Genileman the Member for 
West Birmingham in 1885, before Mr. 


Gladstone introduced bis Home Rule 
Bill. He says— 

““T would concede the widest possible 
measure of democratic Government to the 
Irish people. Nearly twelve months ago | 
prepared a scheme with this object. which in 


addition to providing for a popular representa 
tive authority throughout the country proposed 
also the establishment of a national legislative 

council to which might be referred the ad- 
ministration, supervision, and control which are 
now exercised by some of the Departments in 


London, and of those Departments in Ireland 
which are known commonly under the name 
of Dublin Castle. I proposed 10 sweep away 
all the network of boards appointed by the 
English Government carrying with then the 
seed of English authority, whose interference 
produces so much irritation, so much annoy- 


ance, and so much injury to [rela 


originally proposed 
as an answer to our demand for Home 
Rule, and as such it was promptly 
rejected. If this scheme were proposed 
as an answer to our demand for Home 
Rule, and if we were asked to say any 
such scheme as this would satisfy our 
aspirations or meet the necessities of the 
case, it would meet with precisely the same 
that these being 


That scheme was 


fate. Let me say our 
views on the Home Rule problem, we, still 
as Home Rulers, feel ourselves justified 
in saying we can, at any rate, look on the 
provisions of this scheme consistently 


with the maintenance of those aspirations 
and those views. I want to apply some 
tests to this proposal. The first question 
I have to ask myself is this—does this 
scheme give a genuine and effective control 
to Irish public opinion over those matters 
that are referred to the Council’ If not, 


the scheme is worse than useless. If any 
such scheme is to have any value at all 
the control must be genvine. The first 
question | have to ask is as to the 
constitution of this Council. | was 
delighted to hear the Leader of the 


the democratic 


Opposition championing 
nominated ele- 


principle against the 
ment. 
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claimed it was democratic, and I said it 
was undemocratic. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I did not 
know the democratic principle had such 
a haughty champion. I do not like the 
nominative principle. I say with -the 
Leader of the Opposition it is quite 
undemocratic. 1 object to the nominated 
element on this Council. But when 
I am told that the object the Govern- 
ment had in view in putting that 
nominated element on the Council was 
to give a somewhat larger represen- 
tation if they can to that small minority 
in Ireland who are suspicious and who 
entertain fears as to the action of the 
majority of their fellow-countrymen, then 
[ say | am quite willing to accept this 
undemocratic principle, or any other 
safeguard the wit of man can devise, con- 
sistent with the ordinary principle of 
representative government, which _ is 
necessary to show this minority in Ire- 
land that their fears are groundless. I 
have often been accused—indeed, I think 
[ was accused in yesterday's London 
Times—of having declared that my policy 
was to put down the Unionist minority in 
Ireland with a strong hand. I have 
already explained that in this House. I 
never said anything of the kind. On the 
contrary, the speech I made was a speech 
in which | stated—and I repeat it here 
now—that so far as the overwhelming 
bulk of our opponents in Ireland are 
concerned, | believe they are honest 
opponents. I believe their fears are 
groundless and mistaken, but I believe 
they are honest, and there is no length 
to which I am not prepared to go to meet 
these fears. Therefore I am prepared to 
accept and swallow this undemocratic 
and nominated element, if it is put 
iorward upon this ground by the Gov- 
rmment. Of course it will be re- 
pudiated in the House by hon. Members 
rom a portion of Ulster who say they 
‘(19 not want it, and it is no use. The 
Leader of the Opposition spoke of Ulster. 
The majority of the Members from Ulster 
are in favour of Home Rule. I am bound 
to say that the more violent of the Ulster 
representatives from the other corner of 
the province who speak in this House do 
not in my opinion—I say it without the 
slightest desire to offend them in any 
way—really voice the genuine Unionist 
opinion of the majority of our opponents 
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in Ulster. I believe they voice the 
opinion of a small minority in tue line 
they take. They probably will repudiate 
this anti-democratic provision. Still, 
notwithstanding that, | am prepared to 
accept it, at any rate, as a pledge of my 
good faith that I am willing in this Bill, 
or in any Home Rule Bill which may see 
the light of day, to agree to any conceiv- 
able safeguards in order to show that the 
desire of the majority of the Irish people 
is not to oppress or to do wrong to 
anybody. What control will this 
Assembly so constituted exercise } Upto 
a certain point in the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman I thought that the 
control would really be absolute and 
complete. I thought that the Council 
through its committees and by its own 
action would have complete power over 
the Departments, would have complete 
power over the officials of the Depart- 
ments, and would have power over the 
finances of the Departments ; but I confess 
that a question then arose in my mind 
about the provision as to reservation 
by the Lord-Lieutenant. Of course, there 
must be power of reservation in any 
Home Rule scheme in the world. There 
is the power of veto by some responsible 
person. The Lord-Lieutenant, or the 
Grovernor in the case of a colony, must 
have the power of reservation or veto, 
and I do not object to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant having the power of reserving 
these resolutions, of confirming or rescind- 
ing them, or of referring them back again 
to the Assembly. That is quite right ; but 
if | understood the right hon. Gentleman 
properly there is apparently a proposal to 
give power to the Lord-Lieutenant to do 
something entirely different, and that is 
instead of rescinding or confirming or 
referring back, of simply filing the 
resolutions and doing the thing himself 
in his own way and according to his own 
pleasure. If so, then undoubtedly the 
power would rest in the Lord-Lieutenant 
of interfering with and thwarting every 
single act, large or small, of this Coun- 
cil. In point of fact, if a hostile Lord- 
Lieutenant was there, he might, as the 
Leader of the Opposition has said, stop 
the entire machine on every resolution 
come to, and he might do it himself 
irrespective of the view of the Council. 
Surely that cannot be the real intention 
of the Government. If that is their 
intention, then it destroys the real and 
genuine character of the power given 
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to this Council. But if that is not their | other. They are halting between the 
intention, if I have misunderstood the | two, and therefore I am most doubtful 
right hon. Gentleman on that point, then | whether this machinery of committees is 
[am fain to confess that the Bill appar- | workable machinery. Of course, if these 
ently does give genuine and complete| chairmen of committees are to be 
control over those matters that are re-| appointed by the Lord-Lieutenant on the 
ferred to the Council. The next test I | constitutional principle that they are to 
want to apply is this. Is the scheme| be men representing the will for the 
for the exercise of these powers by | time being of the majority of the Council, 
the Council a workable scheme ?| then on that theory no one, I think, would 
The Government had before them two | object to the Crown exercising this power. 
models. They had before them what | I do not know whether that is the inten- 
may be called the national or Parlia-| tion of the Government. I do not know 
mentary model, and they had _ the| whether it is a thing that is going to be 
municipal model. The national or Par- | putin the Bill at all, but I would like to 
liamentary model takes the form of | know what their intention is. On the 
Ministers in the Assembly charged with | other hand, if these appointments are to 
the management of certain Departments | be made by the Lord-Lieutenant quite 
and responsible directly to the Assembly. | irrespective of the opinion of the Council, 
The municipal model, on the other hand, | then that is a provision I must enter my 
is a series of committees. I am not sure | protest against. There are to be created 
that even the experience of the greater | apparently two Boards of Education. The 
county councils goes entirely to prove| primary board and the — intermediat: 
that in municipal matters that model is| board are to be abolished apparently, 
entirely satisfactory. But apparently | and one Department is to be put in thei 
the Government have halted between | place—a Department over which there 
the two, because while they say that the | will be a committee as in the case of all 
work shall be done by committees they | the other Departments, and over which 
create a chairman of each committee, to | the committee of the Councii will have 
be nominated by the Crown apparently, complete power with the reservation | 
who will receive a_ salary. In the| have mentioned. The only difference, 
ordinary course of events the chairman of | apparently, is that on this education 
a committee would be in the position of | committee there are to be some outsiders 
a Minister. The chairman would really ; nominated by the Lord-Lieutenant. | 
exercise over his Department the same | want to ask some questions as to the 
kind ot control which the Chief Secre- | creation of this Department. Who is 
tary is supposed to exercise, and of to create it? When is it to be created | 
course cannot, over the whole of the|Is it to be created by the Lord-Lieu- 
forty-five boards in Dublin Castle. That tenant? If so, is it to be without con- 
is to say, he would really be in the posi- | sultation with the Council? That goes to 
tion of a Minister. If so, 1 submit that | the very root of the thing. You are 
to hamper him with a committee is an! giving power to the Council to dismiss 
embarrassment and a mischief. I do not | officials, safeguarding their rights as to 
believe in this committee system. I do} pensions, superannuation, and so forth, 
not believe it is a practical system. It | but what an absurd thing it would be for 
would be far better to have one man. , you the day before this Bill came int 
selected as the chairman of these com-| law to create a new Department without 
mittes are to be selected, to have charge, | consulting public opinion in Ireland at all. 
so tar as the Council is concerned, of the | without waiting for the Council to ex- 
working of the Department, and then all! press an opinion, and thereby, perhaps, 
these chairmen acting together could | put at the head of the Department, or in 
fourm a sort of organic body which would | a responsible position in the Department, 
give cohesion, would co-ordinate, and give | a man whom the Council next day, even 
stability to the whole of the work. I am | though it did cost them a considerable 
afraid that the Government seem to have  sasount of money, would probably dis 
shrunk from that for fear the argument | miss from office. I have to ask, therefore, 
would be used against them that they | whether the creation of the Education De- 
were really creating a Ministry. I am| partment is to be carried out in con- 
afraid that in the Bill as it stands they | sultation with the Council. This ques- 
are doing neither the one thing nor the‘ tion of the creation of an Education 
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Department is a thorny and difficult | 
one. We have been denouncing these 
nominated and irresponsible boards for 
decades in this House, and whenever 
a Minister stood up and said: “ Well, 
will you agree to the aboliticn of these 
boards and the creation of a Government 
Department ?” we said, “ No, bad and 
all as these hoards are, we should prefer 
them to remain there rather than that 
education should be put under a new 
Department responsible to an English 
House of Commons and an English 
Government.’ Therefore, we must look 
all round this project before expressing 
any decided opinion upon it, and I must 
ask for further information as to how 
the Department is to be created. The 
same thing applies to the second Depart- 
ment, which apparently is to be called 
the Irish Treasury. I do not know 
how that is to be appointed, and al- 
most the same considerations apply to it. 
Now I come to the most serious of all 
the tests that must be applied to this 
measure, namely, is the finance of this 
measure just to Ireland, and is it sutticient 
for the proper working of this scheme ? 
The whole question really turns upon 
this. First of all, I must enter a protest 
that any financial scheme put forward 
in this Bill must be considered by us 
and dealt with by us without prejudice 
to the great outstanding problem of 
the financial relations between the two 
countries. Upon that matter we stand 
upon the Report of your own Royal 
Commission, men of your own, British 
experts who heard the evidence of the 
greatest British financiers of the day, 
including, the Opposition will be glad to 
remember, Lord Milner, the Treasury 
officials, as well as men like Sir Robert 
Giffen, and who came to the unanimous | 
conclusion—I believe there was one 
caveat from Sir David Barbour—but with 
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that exception they came practically to 
the unanimous conclusion that the terms 
of the Act of Union were being violated, | 
and that Ireland was being overtaxed, | 
and had been since the year 1852, to the 
extent of between two and three millions | 
a year, There is a verdict in our favour. 
That is a verdict in our favour by a 
tribunal manned by yourselves. And 
that verdict has never been appealed from, 
and it stands now. I must enter a 
caveat that so far as the finances of this 
Bill are concerned that nothing can be 
considered by us except clearly with- 
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out prejudice to the larger outstand- 
ing problems of the financial relations 
between this country and Ireland. More- 
over, I give due notice to the Govern- 
ment that even if this Bill were passed to- 
morrow our demand would continue and 
would be renewed and pressed with all the 
vigour at our command for a settlement 
of the larger question. Now let me 
consider the finances as described by the 
right hon. Gentleman. As I understand 
it the present cost of these Departments 
is in the first instance to be handed over. 
In addition to that the local taxation 
moneys which amount to £1,300,000 are 
to be paid into an Irish fund. But of 
course that is no advantage to the 
Council or to Ireland. That is money that 
is being paid already, and the Council 
will be as a sort of aqueduct for 
paying the money out. So that it 
ought to be struck out of the calculation 
altogether. We have the present cost of 
the Departments roughly £2,000,000, 
and in addition to that £650,000 a year. 
We are told that £360,000 of that is in 
respect of Public Works, and £114,000 
in respect of certain educational charges 
are to be put to what is called the capital 
account. I donot know what that means. 
If it means that these sums of £300,000 
and £114,000 are not to be regarded 
as really part of the income of the 
Council, but small sums of money 
that will be paid every year for five or 
six years, then I have to express the 


gravest dissatisfaction. Let me deal 
with the question of public works. You 


must remember that in dealing with 
Ireland you are dealing with a neglected 
property, one that has fallen into dilapi- 
dation ; and the first thing you have to 
do is to spend a considerable sum of 
money in putting the place into decent 
order. The right hon. Gentleman men- 
tioned a number of various directions in 
which money would have to be spent on 
public works—railways, harbours, and 
so forth. Let me give the House an 
example of just one. There have been a 
series of Royal Commissions, extending I 
do not kuow hew far back, dealing with 
the question of arterial drainage in 
Ireland. One of these reported that the 
want of arterial drainage is not only 
doing serious injury toagriculture, but is 
poisoning the climate, and is a cause of 
disease and sickness of all sorts and kind. 
We have never got any remedy. The 
remedy has always been to appoint a new 
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Royal Commission. 
out of oftice the late Government, in 


answer to our claim, having told us they | 


could not do anything for us, gave us 


another Commission. This Commission | 


has just reported, and anything more 
striking I cannot imagine. It first of all 
confirms everything said by all its pre- 
decessors extending back for generations ; 
and it winds up by declaring that the 
state of things in Ireland is absolutely 
appalling. [t says— 

“ The annual rainfall is not greater than in 
England or Scotland, yet the climate is much 
damper. The humidity we believe is due, not 
only to the Gulf Stream and the southern winds, 
but also to the extent of the lodgment of the 
water all over the country. . . . Besides im- 
proving the climate, drainage would act upon 
the public health. There would be less pul- 
monary disease, Jess rheumatism, and less 
disease of other descriptions. There are dis- 
tricts after districts in which there is an 
enormous amount of work to be done.” 

Take the case which Unionist Members 
for Ireland press upon the Government, 
the flooding of the Bann—a flooding affect 
ing five Ulster counties and causing wide- 
spread misery and disease all over the 
district. In the district of the river Barrow 
there are 46,000 acres of good land that are 
regularly flooded, and all the towns in 
that district are poisoned. All the 
medical experts tell us that the excessive 
cases of consumption and other diseases 
are due to the same cause. They can 
have no water supply. The water supply 
of these towns is always polluted. There 
is no system of drainage in these towns. 
The water practically comes up and 
blocks the sewers, and in that way disease 
is brought about. A more appalling state 
of things than exists on this drainage 
question you cannot conceive. Sir Antony 
MacDonnell made a speech in which, 
having deprecated the horrors of this 
state of things, he conceded it would take 
£3,000,000 to remedy it. He very much 
understated the case. The present Secre- 
tary to the Treasury said the other day, | 
think, £5,000,000, and unless I am greatly 
mistaken the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover said on one occasion 
when he was in office that the cost of 
a proper system of arterial drainage all 
over Ireland would run into £20,000,000, 
I say nothing of the 1,500,000 acres of 
waste land which experts tell us can 
he reclaimed or of the afforestation of 
3,000,000 acres. Reafiorestation is a 
great question. In 1886 a Committee 
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was appointed to inquire into it. A 
Dutch expert gave evidence, and he 
declared that if the forests of Ireland had 
been cared for and fe:tered they would 
to-day be worth £100,000,000 of money, 
I say nothing about railroads, harbours, 
and other items. I take this one 
question of drainage, and I say that, if 
this £300,000 is not to be part of the 
income, but is to be a capital sum 
which at the end of five vears is to cease, 
then your provision for public works in 
Ireland is ludicrously inadequate. I say 
the same about education. The provision 
which would thus be made for education 
would be altogether ludicrous. By what 
was said by statesmen on both sides of 
this House it would require £200,000 or 
more probably £300,000 a year to put 
primary education upon a proper footing. 
Does the House realise the fact that in Ire- 
land the teacher of our children is paid less 
than the policeman? To remove that 
scandal will take a vast sum of money. 
Then there is intermediate education. 
Another anomaly of our precious system 
of government is that the amount to 
be spent upon intermediate education 
in Ireland depends upon the amount 
of whisky consumed by the people. 
[Laughter.] The House laughs at that, 
and, I suppose, many hon. Members are 
sceptical about the truth of it; but it is 
absolutely true. More than half of the 
income of the Intermediate Board in 
Ireland comes from whisky. [It 
is the same in Scotiand and in Eng 
land.” | Ido not know about that. | 
put this question to my hon. friends 
opposite. There has been a wave of 
temperance, to the delight of everybody, 
flowing over these countries. What has 
the result been in England? Has that 
wave of temperance reduced by £20,000 
a year the intermediate education grants 7 
No. It has not reduced them by one 
penny, whereas in Ireland for the last 
four or five years, I think, the diminution 
in the consumption of whisky has had 
this direct result, that the grants for 
intermediate education have been reduced 
by about £12,000 to £15,000 a year, and 
we cannot even raise the question for 
discussion in this House, because we are 
told there is no Vote on the Estimates 
which would enable us to do so. Then 
there is the large provision which must 
be made for University education. I do 
not know whether, if this Bill were passed 
to-morrow and immediately afterwards a 
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settlement of the University question were 
proposed, it would not be quite consistent 
to throw the cost of that settlement upon 
this Irish Fund you are now creating. 
For all these reasons I am myself strongly 
of opinion that the amount mentioned of 
£650,000 a year is altogether inadequate. 
Really, when the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition talks about 
the poor British taxpayer, is it not play- 
ing it a little bit too low down to profess 
that he thinks for one single moment 
that the British taxpayer is to provide 
this money? You get over £10,000,000 
a year at the present moment of Irish 
money in Imperial taxes, and apart 
altogether from the finding of the Royal 
Commission you will find that every 
single penny required for a measure of this 
kind will come directly from the taxes 
paid by the Irish people themselves. So 
tar from this Bill providing for the 
present cost of these Departments and the 
floating balance, so to speak, for the 
development of Ireland, the whole of 
that £650,000 will be mortgaged—every 
penny of it—from the day the measure 
passes, and it will be impossible under 
those conditions to work the scheme 
successfully. But we are told, “ You 
have got your savings.” The one great 
service upon which there can be any real 
appreciable saving you do not hand over 
to the Council at all, namely, the police 
service. The police in Ireland cost 
exactly three times what the police in 
Scotland cost, and I do not know that 
anyone will assert that Seotland is freer 
from crime than Ireland. I may put it 
in this way. In Ireland we have two 
and a half poicemen for every 1,000 of 
our population. In Scotland you have 
only one policeman for every 800 of your 
population. The cost of the police in 
Scotland is £500,000. ‘The cost of the 
police in Ireland is £1,500,000. That is 
the only service I know of where you 
could in a short time make a real saving. 
[t is all nonsense to say it is necessary to 
keep up this great police force. It has been 
kept up as a separate political garrison. 
If once you could enlist the sympathy 
and confidence of the Irish people, it 
certainly is not an extraordinary thing to 
prophesy that Ireland could be policed 
by as few men and at as little cost as 
Scotland. In that way you would save 
£1,000,000 a year. I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman where would that 
saving go! The Government are going 
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to keep control under the present existing 
system of the police. Are they going to 
be kind enough to keep all savings that 
may be made under that service? If they 
are it isa monstrous injustice. It should 
be handed over for the service of the 
country. One word more and I am 
finished about this question of finance. 
I do not think the right hon. Gentleman 
was very clear about the Land Acts 
finance, and he did not convince me by his 
statement. Enormous liabilities exist and 
fresh ones are springing up every day 
under the Land Act of 1903. Are these 
expenses to be thrown on the Irish 
Council, or are they to be borne by the 
Treasury ? That is a serious question, 
involving a vast sum of money, and until 
we have a clear and definite answer to it, 
it is impossible for us to express an 
opinion upon the question of finance as a 
whole. One more question as to a matter 
which concerns the Irish Members sitting 
here more than any other Members of 
this House, although it ought to concern 
every Member of this House. It is, Will 
this scheme, if carried into effect, be a 
hindrance or an aid to Home Rule? In 
other words, can a Home Ruler accept 
it? On the answer to that question our 
support of this Bill must depend. That 
is the question which will be submitted 
to our fellow-countrymen at the National 
Convention to be held in the City of 
Dublin very shortly, but it will be our 
duty to express our opinion on this Bill 
having given it consideration. If it 
does not give a real and effective con- 
trol over these departments, if it does not 
prove a workable scheme and its finance 
is unjust, then this Bill if carried into law 
would lead to a breakdown. he Leader 
of the Opposition seems to think that a 
breakdown would be a good thing for 
Home Rule. I take exactly the opposite 
view. If thisscheme came into operation 
and broke down what would people say ? 
What would the right hon. Gentlemen 
say? Not that the breakdown was due 
to this defect in the law or to this defect 
in the machine. No, they would say that 
the breakdown of the machine was due 
to defects in the character of the 
Irish people who conducted the machine, 
and we cannot take the responsibility of 
advising our people to accept any scheme 
which in our honest judgment we believe 
to he unworkable ; because if it is unwork 
able I think that its breakdown will be 
looked upon by the people of England as a 
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proof of the incapacity of the Irish people lieved, as I do, that far different remedies 


for self-government. 
hand, when we have considered it, we 
believe that this scheme is of such a 
character as to be capable of being 
worked with moderate success, I for one 
would agree that its enactment will be an 
aid and not a hindrance to Home Rule. 
If it works successfully it will show 
two things, I think—first, that the Irish 
people are not bereft of those qualities 
which have made their race successful 
governors everywhere else in the world ; 
and, secondly, it will prove that the people 
of Ireland are not incapable of  self- 
government, and it will also prove that 
they will not rest content until they get 
the full measure for which they are asking. 
I believe the more prosperous you make 
the people of Ireland, the better you 
educate them, and the wider vou extend 
the powers of the Irish people, the 
greater will be their determination to 
obtain complete seli-government. In that 
view I am inclined to think the success- 
ful working of this Bill would be an aid 
to Home Rule, and J can say for myself 
to-night I am anxious to find in this 
scheme, if I can, an instrument which, 
while it will admittedly not solve the 
Irish problem, will, at any rate, remove 
some of those most glaring and palpable 
causes which keep Ireland to-day poverty- 
stricken and Irishmen hopeless and dis- 
eontented. It is in that sense that- 
my colleagues and I will address our- 
selves to the serious consideration of this 
Bill. I have never in all the long years 
that I have been in this House spoken 
under such a heavy sense of responsibility 
as I am speaking on this measure this 
afternoon. Ever since Mr. Gladstone's 
Rill of 1886 Ireland has been waiting for 
some scheme to settle the problem— 
waiting sometimes in hope, sometimes 
almost in despair, but the horrible thing 
is this, that all the time that Ireland has 
been so waiting there has been a gaping 
wound in her side and her sons have had 
to stand by helpless while they saw her 
very life blood flowing out. Who can say 
that is an exaggeration? Twenty vears 
of resolute government by the Party 
above the gangway have diminished 
the population of Ireland by a million. 
No man in any position of influence 
can take upon himself the awful re- 
sponsibility of despising and putting 
upon one side any device that may arrest 
that hemorrhage, even although he be- 
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But if, onthe other must.be applied before Ireland can stand 


upon her feet in vigorous strength. We 
are determined as far as we are concerned 
that these other remedies shall be applied, 
but in the meantime we should shrink 
from the responsibility of rejecting any- 
thing which, after that full consideration 
which the Bill will receive, seems to our 
deliberate judgment calculated to relieve 
the sufferings of Ireland and hasten the 
day of her full national convalescence. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): I rise to put forward the 
views of the Labour Party on the Bill 
which has been laid before the House by 
the Chief Secretary. We were certainly 
strong Home Rulers before we were ever 
constituted as a separate Party, and we 
should have been better pleased this 
afternoon if we had been listening toa 
Home Rule speech from the right hon. 
Gentleman. We cannot but express our 
regret that the democratic spirit that 
governed the Liberal Party in 1886 and 
1895 does not govern that Party to-day. 
But at the same time we recognise that 
it is only a question of time, and that 
self-government for Ireland will have to 
come some day, and the longer it is 
delayed the more will have to be paid 


'to the credit of that country in conse- 


quence of the trouble which exists in it 
under our administration. We are, how- 


‘ever, anxious, as far as we are concerned, 


not to hamper the Government in this 


/matter, provided that opportunities are 


given to strengthen the Bill. There 
is room for it, and if it can be strengthened 
in the direction of democratic rule we 
shall be willing to support it as a step in 
the right direction. Judging from the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition he would prefer 
this Bill to become law in order to show 
it is unworkable, and if it was unwork- 
able it would prove that only Home Rule 
Was necessary to meet the demands of 
the Irish people. I think that full admini- 
strative powers should be given to the 
Irish people, and I should like this Bill 
to be one which would give them the 
greatest administrative powers that they 
can have. I do not agree with the 
nominated element on the Council. No 
democrat could, but if it pleases the 
Irish Members to say that in order to 
show their Jona fides they are prepared 
to accept this proposal I cannot object, 
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but I am not prepared to go that length 
myself. I think that everyone serving 
on a governing body should be elected 
to office, and I think that everybody who 
represents a county or a borough should 
periodically come before the electors to 
be judged by his work and to show the 
way in which he has managed the affairs 
of the body of which he isa member. I 
do not think this Bill will satisfy the 
aspirations of the Labour Party or of the 
Liberal Party in the country. I believe 
that since 1895 the feeling of the country 
has been changed in the direction of 
giving the people of Ireland greater 
powers than this Bill confers upon them. 
As to co-ordination, I believe that this 
Bill will be a considerable improvement ; 
it must be an improvement upon the 
present system. I have been a constant 
listener to the debates on Irish matters 
in this House, and I can assure the 
House that there is no sadder feeling 
than that they could be better con- 
ducted among the Irish people them- 
selves. I believe that this Council 
will be the means of relieving this 
House of some little of the time it has 
to give to Irish matters and some of 
its work in connection with them. 
The minor details we have to listen to 
sometimes will be removed no doubt, but 
the chief gain to this House will be that 
less time will be occupied at Question time. 
Many of the Questions asked of the right 
hon. Gentleman by hon. Members behind 
me, Questions relating to matters for 
which the right hon. Gentleman is not 
responsible, will be transferred to this 
Council, but I cannot see that a great 
deal will accrue to England and Scotland. 
There may be a slight improvement, 
but nothing that we can be proud of. 
Looking at the measure itself it appears 
to me that the administration of the 
police ought to be conferred upon this 
Council. I cannot imagine how any 
Englishman would feel if he had some 
person outside his own country who 
claimed the right to govern the police in 
this country. Is the Irishman not a 
trustworthy citizen and has he not the 
good of his country at heart? I think 
it would be the one other proof of our 
trust in the Irish people to give them 
the control of their own police. I think 
our not doing so is the blot on this Bill. 
The reason for it I know. It is because 
a minority in this country have 
in some way or other to be satisfied. 
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( But that is not in accordance with my 








view. I think a trustful spirit should be 
shown by giving Irishmen more control. 
The only other point is whether the 
Labour Members can support this measure 
as Home Rulers. I said in my opening 
statement that I regret this is not a wider 
measure, but I believe that short of 
a measure of full self-government within 
the lines that everyone understands 
there is something to be said for this 
step. Just as the county councils of 
Ireland have assured the British people 
of the ability of Irishmen to govern, so, 
I think, this Council will further show 
the trustworthiness of our friends across 
the water. I trust in going into this 
matter in detail the Government will not 
be hostile to any suggestions that may be 
made by Irish and other Members. I 
trust that this scheme as given us to-day 
will not be considered to be the final 
word, and in no sense a_ proposal 
beyond which no further powers will be 
granted. I hope what we have got now 
will be considered a starting-point, and 
that, so far as this Bill is concerned, 
before it reaches another place it will be 
a much more Radical measure than it is 
at present. I believe such a policy would 
be more in harmony with the views of 
the people of this country than a policy 
of cutting down, and therefore we shall 
support every effort our Irish friends 
make to extend the measure in the direc- 
tion of giving greater power to Irishmen 
to administer the affairs of their own 
country. 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.): I should 
like, as one who was born and bred and has 
lived in Ireland, to take this opportunity 
of stating, on behalf of my constituency 
and many people I know in Ulster, the 
view we take of the proposals laid before 
the House to-day. I could not help, when 
[ heard the speech of the Chief Secretary 
and. the answers given by the Prime 
Minister on the subject-matter of this 
Bill, noticing how they endeavoured to 
minimise its effect and create the idea in 
the country and the House that whatever 
the proposals might be they were not 
Home Rule or an instalment of it. I was 
reminded of the efforts made by Mr. Glad- 
stone, when the Bill of 1893 was before 
the House, to show that Home Rule was 
not a breach of the Union. I cordially con- 
cur in what fell from the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford, that in Ireland, 
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I care not to which Party a man| 
belongs, the real question which everybody | 
has in view from his respective stand- | 
point is whether this proposal makes for | 
Home Rule, for what the hon. Member | 
calls the national demand, or whether | 
from our point of view it makes against | 
it. Perhaps that is not putting it | 
correctly. If we find these proposals | 
are in the opinion of the hon. and learned | 
Member for Waterford an aid to Home | 
Rule—— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I said if 
this measure fulfilled certain conditions I 
laid down we should consider it an aid 
to Home Rule. I do not know whether 
it does or not till I have examined it. 


Mr. MOORE: If, in his view, the Bill 
makes certain proposals, he would con- 
sider it an aid to Home Rule On the 
basis that the Bill will carry out 
what it professes to carry out the 
hon. and learned Member will con- 
sider it an aid to Home Rule. 
The hon. Gentleman representing the 
Labour Party said the Bill did not go 
sufficiently far; that he has been a 
convinced Home Ruler all his life and 
that he thinks this would help Home 
Rule, and when we find the hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford praising it as an aid 
to Home Rule and the hon. Gentleman 
below the gangway can support it as a 
convinced Home Ruler, then it gives us 
cause at home to consider that it 
makes for Home Rule and separation. 
The House will understand that the 
people we have the honour to represent 
here are as determined and inflexible as 
ever in their opposition to any legislation 
in Ireland that will tend towards Home 
Rule and separation. In recent years 
part of the political machinery of the 
wirepullers of the Nationalist Party has 
been the suggestion that Ulster has 
been weakening in its resistance and 
objection to Home Rule. That has 
been put about by Nationalist parti- 
sans for Party motives. There was 
never a greater political slander or 
mis-statement. There are only two 
Parties in Ulster at the present time. | 
We are sometimes told of a third Party ; 
a Party which is the survival of the old 
Liberal Party in Ulster. Everything 
worth preserving of the old Liberal Party 
when the hour of crisis arrived for Ireland, 
when the whole interest of the country 
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was at stake, joined the Unionist Party 
and has acted loyally with it ever since, 
I believe the Government fulfills its 
promises to the old Liberal Party by 
making them all magistrates. The only 
test you can apply tu such statements is 
that of an election. In West Belfast at 
the last election we had a Liberal, a 
Nationalist, and a Unionist candidate, 
and the figures are most instructive as 
a counter fact to the suggestion that 


| there is any weakening in Ulster on 


the question of their opposition to Home 
Rule The Nationalist candidate who 
nailed his colours to the mast and was 
elected received 4,138 votes, the Unionist 
1,122, and the third Party, the gentle- 
man who represented the Liberal force 
in Ulster, the gentleman, who, typical 


of his class was prepared to become a 


magistrate or seek other honours, who 
was willing to traffic in every constitu- 
ency and sell every principle, got 
153 votes. After that we are told 
that the third Party whose representa- 
tive received 153 votes is a sign that 
Ulster is weakening in its opposition to 
Home Rule. These figures have only to 
he examined to see how the third Party 
stood at the last general election. 
There have been three by-elections 
since, and these showed that the question 
of the Union was and still is an important 
one. It was the sole plank, except 
that the Ulster Radical described him- 
self as a Devolutionist. But the people 
of North Armagh paid their candidate 
the highest honour by multiplying the 
majority of a man like the late Colonel 
Saunderson two and a half times. I do 
not think the hon. Gentleman who last 
spoke realised what the democracy is 
who support usin Ulster. At the election 
the other day in Belfast, the main and fore- 
most plank in that democratic constitu- 
ency was the Union, and they increased 
a majority of 291 to over 1,800. My hon. 
friend was opposed by a member of the 
Labour Party, and what attitude did 
his opponent take? In my University 
days I was told that hypocrisy was the 
homage of vice to virtue; and on this 
occasion, such was the feeling in favour 
of Unionism in Belfast, that ‘our 
opponent in his address, in his placards, 
and in his speeches, described himself 
as good a Unionist as the hon. Member 
beside me. To grant Home Rule or 
separation would be to hand us over and 
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place us at the disposal of hon. Members 
below the gangway. You have the 
question of tariff reform in England, 
and you have those who are against it, 
and those who are for it, believing that 
it would increase employment. I am 
not going into that question. I merely 
mention it as an illustration of what I 
advance. In our constituencies, the 
people who send us here, the industrial 


classes of the North of Ireland, recognise | 


the importance of the Union in regard to 
their employment just as here the im- 
portance of tariff reform is recognised 
in regard to industry. Unionism is a 
question of the livelihood of the people 
in the North of Ireland. The workman 
in Ulster knows that under the Union 
there is security for him and his work, 
for capital and for industry; he knows 
that while the integrity of the United 
Kingdom is preserved there is safety for 
him. You find masters and men, on 
the question of the Union, appearing 
on the same platform, and voting in the 
same polling booth. The maintenance of 
the Union is the predominant question 
with them. I say that our constitu- 
are as democratic on various 
questions as hon. Members below the 
ungway, but the preservation of the 
nion stands first with them, and it is 
only right that this evidence should 
be put before the House by one who 
has the honour to represent them and 
who knows them. We were told rather 
contemptuously by the Chief Secretary 
that we are only 1,100,000. We do not 
mind that taunt from the Chief Secre- 
tary. It is part of the minimising 
process. The right hon. Gentleman has 
told us that all Irishmen are lacking in 
self-respect. 
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BIRRELL: When did I 


say 


Mr. MOORE: Well, the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke in a patronising English 
way, and said that if Irishmen adopted 
his proposals they woul! be educated in 
self-respect. I disclaim the compliments 
of the Chief Secretary, ani I believe 
that, in spite of the manner the Chief 
Secretary has adopted towards them 
earlier in the session, Ulster Members 
have persuaded him that they are en- 
titled to a little more respect. I also 
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ask the House to remember it is not 
a mere question of numbers. If 1,100,000 
people were taken from Connaught and 
Munster, they would not be missed. 
Blot out 1,000,000 of the industrial 


| people of Ulster, and there would only 
| be left that part of the country which 


| seemed unwilling to prosper. It 


will 


| not take the advantages which the people 


| 





of Ulster have taken under the common 
law, a law which applies to Belfast in 
every respect as to Cork, a law under 
which the North of Ireland has _ been 
made prosperous, simply by industry, 
by resisting intimidation, by attending 
to their business, and by ignoring politics. 
If we blotted Ulster out of the map 
of Ireland, with its 1,100,000 inhabitants, 
hon. Members below the gangway would 
have nothing to tax. I believe I am 
right in saying that the City and Port of 
Belfast, that one town in the North 
of Ireland built up under the same British 
law which applies to the rest of the 
country, provides one-third of the 
revenue of Ireland. It is not a question 
of counting heads. We have to consider 
what share the population, whose right 
to live is being questioned, bears to the 
fortunes of the country. That is why 
Ulster has a right to have its opinions 
heard and considered in this House. 
Even the Government with the worst 
grace in the world has recognised that 
they must protect minorities, though Iam 
sure, from answers given in the House by 
the Chief Secretary, that it is not willing!y 
done, and that they must protect what 
Chancellor of the Exchequer called 
lately a “noisy and diminishing section 
of the people.” I think there is nothing 
more remarkable than the attitude 


| of the Liberal Party towards the Na- 
| tionalists. 


In 1885, the Liberal Govern- 


' ment was ready to trust them with the 


fullest powers. In 1903 there was a 
diminution of the powers given, thus 
showing a diminution of confidence in 
Nationalists. To-day the confidence had 
reached the lowest point of the ther- 
mometer. They are not allowed to deal 
with the police, they are not to touch the 
judiciary, or to deal with any of the 
Boards of Ireland, except some eight of 
them, and this is softened with the sug- 
gestion that they will receive £600,000 
a year extra to console their wounded 
pride. The one essential thing is that it 
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that this is not Home Rule. I have 
referred to the support of the Union 
given by Ulster. What was the position 
of Ulster 100 years ago? The Union 
which was then proposed had no more 
hitter opponents than these very people 
of Ulster. 
against it. 
against it. 
have not Ulstermen 
MempBer: Money.! 
our standard. 
discovered that they can live and thrive 
under British law, that it gives them 
security for their rights, liberty, and 
religion, that it has made them contented, 
as it is capable of making the rest of 
Ireland contented if there is any real 
wish that it should be contented. 
important change has been the fact that 
a complete and extended system of local 
government has been introduced as part 
of Unionist policy, and has been in full 


Some of them took the field 
What in the course of history 
found ? 

That 


was not 


The fact is that there is not an English 
county that enjoys superior powers 
over an Irish county in the matter 
of local government. Also as a part of 
Unionist policy—which has been of very 
creat benefit to Ireland—the British tax- 
payer has become a creditor or a mort- 
gagor on the land to the extent of 
£50,000,000, and this country has pledged 
itself to raise £100,000,000 in addition 
as occasion requires. A financial bond 
of interest has in this way been created 
between the two countries, a result which 
has been achieved with the fullest con- 
currence and consent of the Nationalist 
Members below the gangway. There 
has also been a very large investment 
of money by English railway companies in 
Irish railways, and it must be recognised 
that the expenditure of English railway 
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will be placarded throughout the country | power 


Council. 136 


they were ready <to pass 


| resolutions denouncing the British Army 


| and 


[An How. | 


the British nation, in every 
wav lending comfort and sustenance to 
British enemies in the field. When the 
House comes to consider the relations 


_between this country and Ireland it is 


They stood out as a body | 


necessary for them to consider what are 
the political opmions and actions of the 
men to whom the Government propose 
to commit the government of Ireland, and 


| in considering them they should not forget 


For a century they have | 


—at least those who have the interests of 


| the Empire at heart—the attitude they 


took up during that war. 


I say it with 
regret that on Imperial questions there 


| are occasions when Members below the 


One | 


gangway cannot be trusted. That seems 
to make it absolutely essential that in 
all schemes brought before the House 
we should consider how far the control of 
the Imperial Parliament is to be preserved 
before any matter of administration is 


;committed to Members below the gang- 
working order for the last eight vears. | 


way, because the control of the Imperial 
Parliament is really the only safeguard 
the minority has in Ireland. In this 
respect I believe that the provisions in the 
Bill are lame and ineffective, and will 
prove to be wholly inoperative. The 
only safeguard which the minority of 
Ireland can look to as effective is the 
continuous control of the Imperial Par- 
lament of the United Kingdom. I was 
struck with the proposal in the Bill which 
proposes to set up again an Irish Treasury. 
In the Act of Union there was a provision 
that the Irish}Exchequer should be con- 


tinued, but after it had been worked for 
| seventeen years it was found that the 


system of having two Exchequers did not 
make for economy or smooth working, 


'and by Act of Parliament it was deter- 


shareholders’ money is necessarily another | 


link in the interests which bind the two 
countries together. There is 
matter to which I must allude, and I do so 
with some regret, because it has reference 
to the conduct of hon. Members below the 
gangway. 
gestive illustration of their feelings towards 
the United Kingdom since the last Home 
Rule Bill was introduced by their very 
regrettable conduct during the Boer 
War. Although the county councils 
in Ireland have been given the fullest 
Mr. Moore. 


mined that the Irish Exchequer should be 
abolished in the interests of the whole of 
the United Kingdom, and there should be 


/one Exchequer for the three countries. 


another | 


The House has had a very sug- | 


I consider it an ominous sign that we are 
setting up, under another name, the old 
| Irish Exchequer. We are told that these 

powersjare limited, but I could not help 

noticing that every time the right hon. 
| Gentleman referred to a limitation of 
powers he always spoke hopefully of the 
Lord-Lieutenant being able to make pro- 
| vision for extending the whole scheme. 
| It seems to’me:that in setting up a 
| separate Irish Exchequer we are retracing 
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our steps to what existed before the Act | effective working of our Parliamentary 
of Union, and therefore this is a pro- system at heart. What is the real scope 
posal which will have to be very closely of this Bill? An Education Board is to 
looked into. Speaking in Lancashire; be formed, but will that Board have 
the other day, the Chief Secretary for| power to deal with higher education in 
Ireland complained of the diminished | Ireland, and will it have power to deal 
quantity of business which the Govern- | with University education as well? I 
ment mill had been able to do, and} should like to know, if a body of Roman 
he said that the poison of Irish business | Catholic clergy in Ireland obtained a 
ran through the House and through | King’s Letter—which they can do without 
the business and almost paralvsed|coming to Parliament at all—enabling 
their efforts. It has often been said|them to found a University, would the 
on English platforms that if the Govern- | Education Committee appointed under 
ment would only devolve Irish business! this Bill have power to endow that 
there would be more time for British | University out of the general funds which 
social reforms. I hope it will be made} come to this Council for the purposes of 
clear to the House that this Bill does| education? Certainly as far as the 
nothing of the sort, because Irish Mem-j} right hon. Gentleman’s statement has 
bers will still be here and so will the} gone there does not seem to be anything 
Ulster Members. There will not be a! to prevent that, and it would be tanta- 
single day less of Irish Supply, and it | mount to a Parliamentary fraud that by 
will only mean that when an Irish Mem-}a side wind such as that this harmless- 
ber below the gangway addresses the; looking Bill should authorise in Ireland 
House he will not be able to deal with the| the establishment of a Roman Catholic 
business of these eight Departments. | University, which, as hon. Members 
To say that the Irish “poison” to| know, is a subject upon which we feel 
which the Chief Secretary referred will be | very strongly indeed on this side of the 
removed by this Bill is saving something} House. There should be some limita- 
which is a very gross perversion of the| tion of this Bill, as there was in the 
facts. I do not understand that the! Home Rule Bills, for preventing the en- 
Chief Secretary even suggests that that |dowment of a religion in this way. I 
would be the result of these proposals. I]see that at every turn in this measure 
believe this scheme is intended to remove | there are opportunities for a Nationalist 
entirely from the control of the House of | majority to put a block in the way of 
Commons the money voted for the|the Government, and the House of 
services of those Departments, so that|Commons will lose control over Irish 
there cannot be any debate upon them} Hstimates. I know what would happen 
in the House of Commons. The British; about the Bann if this Council were 
taxpayer will contribute his quota to | set up. I am sure that a Nationalist 
the Treasury, and £2,600,000 will be | majority on the Council in Dublin would 
removed from the Consolidated Fund. | not vote a penny for the drainage of 
That cannot be debated in this House, | the Bann. 
and what the British taxpayer subscribes | 
| 


j 
' 
| 
| 


is to be debated and discussed by a body Mr. JOHN REDMOND: A gross 
in Ireland to which he is not qualified to | slander. 

send any representatives. If taxation 

and representation go together what Mr. MOORE: I will now refer to the 
is now proposed would be a_ very question of the block of business. The 
gross breach of the Constitution, and it Council is to take over the work of the 
should not be hurried through in a Bill Agricultural Department, and I should 
of this sort. I maintain that the British like to put this case to the Chief Secretary. 
taxpayer has a right to discuss through I understand that English Radical opinion 
his representatives every expenditure is that Canadian stores should be freely 
or allocation of money from the Imperial admitted to the United Kingdom. Irish 
Treasury which comes out of the Con- opinion is that they should not, and I 
solidated Fund. That is a constitutional know that the Irish Council would 
matter which I think deserves the very unanimously arrive at the decision to keep 
serious attention of all who have the Canadian stores out of Ireland. I want 
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to know whether, if Canadian stores are 
admitted to the United Kingdom, the 
Irish Council will have power to prohibit 
their landing in Ireland? There is not a 
single one of these Irish boards which are 
being transferred to the new body which 
would not cause a most troublesome dead- 
lock between themselves and the Govern- 
ment of the day. The reason I object to 
that is this. Every time such a dead- 
‘lock is caused it will simply be made 
another occasion for levying more Parlia- 
mentary blackmail by hon. Members 
below the gangway upon the Govern- 
ment, the price of which is always paid at 
the Unionist expense in Ireland. I was 
reproached just now for saying that the 
3ann would receive no consideration from 
the Council in Dublin. I regret to say 
that the professions by hon. Members of 
conciliation, good-will, and toleration to 
the Unionist minority in Ireland, which 
have been made again and again, and 
which I am not going to suggest they do 
not believe themselves, have been con- 
troverted whenever an attempt has been 
made to carry them into effect. I was 
present at a meeting in the University of 
Dublin, and the hon. Member for Water- 
ford was on the platform. I heard him 
make a speech which, if he will allow me 
to say so, would do credit to any Christian 
man, and in which he pleaded for the 
most intense toleration for his fellow 
countrymen who were Unionists. It was 
on the eve of the Local Government Bill 
coming into force. The hon. and learned 
Member said—and I have no doubt that 
he was perfectly sincere—that he hoped 
Unionists throughout Ireland would be 
allowed to take their own share in the 
county councils and the district councils 
about to be formed. How was that 
advice carried out? He is lacking in 
control over the people for whom he pro- 
fesses to speak. I do not suggest for a 
moment that he did not act up to what he 
said. There are 244 county councillors 
in the province of Munster. Two 
Unionists were allowed in. That is local 
government in Munster. There are 144 
county councillors in Connaught, but only 
two Unionists were allowed to take part 
in the local government of that province. 
I say without fear of contradiction that 
there is not a county council in Unionist 
Ulster in which Nationalists are not 


Mr. Moore. 
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welcomed and allowed a full share of fair 
play. [Nationa.ist cries of “ Oh! ”] 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will you 
name one division where you have a 
majority and admit a Nationalist ? 


Mr. MOORE: I think I may take 
Portadown. There has been a respected 
Roman Catholic on the council there for 
years. That is one instance. I knew 
that hon. Members below the gangway 
would not like it. When the County 
Councils Association was formed in 1899 
or 1900, under the chairmanship of the 
hon. Baronet who sits for one of the 
divisions of Wexford, it was to be 
composed of two delegates from every 
county council in Ireland, and they were 
to meet together in Dublin to consult 
for the furtherance of county council 
interests. It was originally understood 
that all political, religious, and contro- 
versial matters were to be excluded from 
the consideration of the association. I 
have to mention this to show how it has 
been borne in on the Irish minority that 
facts are too strong for the protestation 
of toleration and conciliation we are to 
receive from hon. Members below the 
gangway on crucial occasions such as 
those to which I have referred. The 
Unionist counties of Down, Derry, and 
Antrim, sent up their members to take 
part in the proceedings of the association 
in Dublin; no politics were discussed, 
and they did excellent business. I do 
not know that all the Nationalist counties 
were represented very well—the members 
had to attend at their own expense. In 
1902, however, a Local Government Act 
was passed which allowed the expenses 
of the delegates to be charged upon the 
rates, and from that time there was a 
very ample attendance at the meetings, 
and the Nationalist majority said they 
were going to propose a resolution about 
Home Rule. The hon. Baronet who 
occupied the chair got up and said that 
this action was a breach of faith, and 
that he would resign his position as a 
protest. The Duke of Abercorn put 
the case very well when he said to 
the chairman, “It is not your fault. 
Your resigning would not satisfy us.” 
Thereupon the Nationalists passed a 
resolution declaring the inalienable right 
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of all Irishmen to govern themselves, and 
the Unionist county councillors were | 
obliged to withdraw, and they are now 
»xcluded from all participation in the | 
business of the Central County Councils | 
Association. This action of the Nationalist | 
majoritv was taken in the face of the | 
most explicit undertaking that politics 
vere not to be introduced. Can you 
lame the Irish minority if we refuse to 
iccept at their face value the protestations 
is to the kindly and good treatment 
reserved for us in future? The hon. 
Member. for Waterford, some time ago, 
made a speech in which he referred to a 
certain section who disagreed with him. 
He said he would have to use a strong 
hand in certain circumstances. He said 
he did not use that language in regard to 
the whole of the Unionist population. 
He certainly used it in regard to some 
section of the population, and when you 
get a leader who, in a public place in 
Ulster, is able to get up and threaten 
inv section of his opponents with a 
strong hand when Home Rule is intro- 
duced, it does not make for conciliation or 
toleration, and Irish Unionists are justified 
in their attitude of suspicion or distrust, 
which unfortunately the whole trend of 
events in Ireland has obliged them to 
take up. I pass by the attacks which I 
have heard made in the House by the 
hon. Member for King’s County on certain 
clerks of certain boards in Dublin who 
happen to be Protestants. I think that 
isa very unfortunate sign of the toleration 
we have been so glibly promised in more 
quarters than one. The point of the 
whole thing is this. With regard to 
these departments, the central Council 
is to have the power of the purse. Of 
course, if they are a central Council, say 
for public works in Ireland, it will be 
their duty to look after the entire material 
interest of the country. Having in view 
the policy announced again and again by 
the Nationalists, I want to know what 
chance we have in Ulster of receiving 
any share of the funds to be handed over 
to the Council for distribution? We 
have had protestations of good treatment, 
but we have to look at probabilities. 
In the new Council the Unionists will 
find themselves in a minority. We 
might have eighteen elected members, 
and the Government might give us, 
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twelve of the nominated members, so that 
we should have thirty out of the 110 
members. What chance would that give 
that the material interests of Ulster 
would be attended to when it came to a 
question of voting on a resolution brought 
before the Irish Council, unless we have 
a guarantee of fair play, and unless the 
provisions for the protection of minorities 
vo further than the Chief Secretary has 
suggested ? It seems to me, if I may 
suggest an alteration, that a very fair 
way of preventing injustice to minorities 
in that respect would be to allocate the 
annual amount to be spent province by 
province in accordance with the valuation 
of each province. That would remove 
one of the objections which every Unionist 
would have to the Bill. It would not 
remove all our objections. I am sure 
the Chief Secretary is not sanguine 
enough to expect that. It would remove 
the very grave apprehension which we 
have in the light of past experience, and 
our claims would have some faint chance 
of being considered. I do not think that 
there is anything in the question of 
economy. I understand that the whole 
or the main ground for any change in the 
administration of affairs in Ireland 1s 
to be the reduction of expense. The 
question of the cost of the police has been 
trotted out in organ after organ of the 
Party opposite. We have also had 
reference to the cost of the judiciary. If 
the Nationalist Party would discontinue 
certain methods of agitation the police 
could be reduced by one-half. Patriots 
who are anxious to economise the resources 
of the country might adopt that suggestion. 
[ understand that the only amalgamation 
that will be effected is the creation of one 
Board instead of three. I do not under- 
stand whether the other Departments 
who do now exist are to be subordinated 
to the General Irish Council. I under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman to say 
that the powers to be given to the Council 
are to be carried out by the existing 
Department so that the Government have 
abolished nothing. But in addition to 
that vou are setting up four or five 
new committees with paid officials. I 
cannot, therefore, see how in any manner 
the administration of the country is to be 
cheapened by the right hon. Gentleman’s 


proposals. 
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is a power to amalgamate portions of the 
administration by means of an Order in 
Council if it can possibly be done. 


Mr. MOORE: I understand that that 


is to be done at a future date, but for 


the present the cost will not be diminished. 
The hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford and the hon. Member for East Mavo 
have put forward at different times the 
claim that Ireland should be treated as 
a Colony; and to-day the hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford in the course of his 
eloquent speech referred to the system of 
independent government which we have 
given to the Transvaal. From the Irish 
‘nionist point of view we regard our 
position as infinitely higher than that of a 
Colony. There is not a Colony which has 
the privilege of sending representatives 
to this House—a privilege for which 
there is not one of them which would 
not pay a very large price—I do not 
say in money. We have at the present 
time popular control over every penny 
of expenditure in Ireland through the 
Irish representatives in this House. Of 
course the Irish people have not the 
exclusive control which a self-governing 
constitution would give them, but they 
have the protection and authority of this 
House to see that in that expenditure 
justice and security are given to all sec- 
tions of the Irish people. There is 
another distinction. I know of no 
Colony which receives grants for public 
services out of the Imperial Treasury as 
Ireland does. A perfect stream has 
flowed and flows out of the Imperial 
Treasury for public services in Ireland. 
Some Irish Members talk about Irish 
money, but I contend that the only purely 
Irish fund was the money derived from 
the disestablishment of the Irish Church, 
and nearly every penny of that has been 
devoted to Irish purposes, I do not see 
how itis possible to separate Irish money 
from the contributions to the Imperial 
Treasury any more than it is possible to 
separate Scottish or English money. If 
there were three boxes into which the 
respective contributions from Ireland, 
Scotland and England were put, I am 
sure that, compared with those from 
England and Scotland, that from Ire- 
land would be found to be very small. 
It is not in the interest of Ireland 
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that there should be separate accounts 
for each part of the United Kingdom. 
Every attempt to put Ireland in the 
position of a Colony weakens our claims 
to make drafts on the Imperial Treasury. 
It is conceded that Ireland is a poor 
country, and we must have Imperial 
grants and Imperial credit to 
in our development. Why, we have 
advantages for Ireland which are fai 
above those of any Colony. I object 
that hon. Gentleman from Ireland below 
the gangway should degrade their country 
bv asking that it should be placed in 
the position of a Colony. The right 
hon. Gentleman will find that by his 
proposed Measure he cannot get rid of the 
Ulster question. We feel deeply on this 
matter. I believe that when this Bill is 
printed and comes to be studied there will 
not be a provision in it which cannot be 
manipulated by hon. Gentlemen below 
the gangway to the injury of Ulster. No 
safeguards are given to us equal to the 
adequate protection and control of the 
Imperial Parliament. We are quite ready 
to protect ourselves. [Ironical IrisH 
cheers.] I am speaking of the Council to 
be given by the Council. [An IrisH 
MemBer: The walls of  Jericho.] 
We have as much right to be protected 


injustice as 
injustice, as a 


assist 


from oppression and 
numerically small body, as the majority 
have. I hope that the right hon. Gentle- 
man will give as much consideration as 
he can to the points I have indicated. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, %.) 
I wish to draw attention to the remarka!. 
fact that the hon. and learned Membei 
for North Armagh had omitted in his 
references to elections to refer to that at 
Derry where he was put out by a Libera 
by a majority of almost 1,000. It was 
curious that an event of that kind should 
escape the hon. Member’s recollection. 


Mr. MOORE: He said he was 


Unionist ! 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: You got out 
anv way. The next statement was that 
if this Council were set up not a farthing 
would be voted for the draining of the 
River Bann. Why, the only movement 
made in the last Parliament for that 
drainage came from these Benches and 
the Nationalist Benches, and the hon. 
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Gentleman did nothing in that direction. 
Was that not a fact ? 


Mr. MOORE: No. 


| 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Well the, 
hon. Gentleman cannot get beyond the 
records of Parliament. The hon. and 
learned Member for North ., Armagh 
declared that Ireland had not a penny 
of her own. Well, it is a matter of plain 
book-keeping. The Irish payments are 
£10,000,000 and the cost of administra- 
tion is £7,000,000. It is not, therefore, 
fair of the hon. Gentleman to say that 
the Irish have nothing to their credit. 
But that is just a sample of his many 
reckless statements. I have risen to 
point out what the position of Ulster 
Members really means. They have for 
months past been preparing the people 
of Ulster for a Home Rule Bill, and they 
are immensely disappointed, because the 
people are a shrewd people and it will 
take the Unionist Members some trouble 
to convince the people of Ulster that 
this is a Home Rule Bill. The Bill does 
not impinge upon the supremacy of the 
Imperial Parliament, and it does not 
interfere with the presence of Irish 
Members in this House, and it has 
nothing to do with the land question. 
What is the difficulty which Irish Unionis 
Members have in regard to a Bill of that 
kind + I know what it is. Ever since 
the Union of Ireland the government 
las practically been in their hands. 
They have worked that government 
for their own purpose. Every position 
of trust and emolument and honour has 
been filled by what is called “the gang.” 
They have seen the power slipping from 
them and mainly by Unionist. legisla- 
tion. Irish Unionists have had under 
Dublin Castle complete power over the 
machine all that time. They have it 
at present. It matters little to the | 
people of Ireland what Government is 
i office, the Tories are always the power 
there because they have complete control 
of the whole of the machine of administra- 
tion. From the magistrates up through 
the’ whole gamut of officials these gentle- 
men have occupied posts for the whole 
period of the Union. They oppose the 
Bill because they see that their privileges 
—they have no rights in the matter—are 
in danger. 
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is going—the system of administration 
by patronage and jobs; that is the sole 
ground upon which they can logically 
oppose the Bill. Thatis the reason the Bill 
will be fought tothe death. The Unionists 
have lost five seats in Ulster since 
1886—a considerable number out of 
the small band of twenty, and they now 
hold some seats only by trifling majori- 
ties. It is perfect nonsense to say there 
is no change in the opinion of the people 
of Ulster. I do not say that the people 
of Ulster will vote for Home Rule. There 
is, however, a change in the position of 
Ulster, and men are willing to consider 
political questions as they never Ccon- 
sidered them before. They are sick to 
death of that miserable spirit which 
keeps Irishmen apart from each other. 
[’am confident that in so far as the Bill 
abolishes the power of Dublin Castle 
and transfers the power to the repre- 
sentatives of the Irish people a very 
large mass of the Protestants of Ulster 
will stand up for the Bill and the Gov- 
ernment that promotes it. 


*Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): As 
I listened to the speech of the Chief 
Secretary I was reminded of a passage 
in one of those charming essays which 
have come from his pen, in which he draws 
a distinction between a mandate and a 
mission. If my memory serves me 
[ think the right hon. Gentleman has used 
the language of good-natured contempt 
on the subject of mandates. He has 
said, for instance, that— 

**Only poor, miserable, degraded politicians 
have mandates. Authors have missions.” 
The Chief Secretary was writing as an 
author ; but it would be very interesting 
if he would tell us in which character he 
submits his present proposals to the 
House. Is he the mere politician with a 
mandate? Or does he look upon himself 
as a man with a mission? If we are to 
regard the right hon. Gentleman as a 
missionarv—a modern St. Augustine— 
then whatever view we may take of his 
policy, we must all, I think, admire his 
courage, because one gathers from his 
writings that he is not oblivious of the 
fate which usually awaits the missionary. 
He has reminded us that— 

**When a town turns out to welcome a 


missionary it is not usually with loud applause, 
? 
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I think it is not improbable that the | 
right hon. Gentleman may have occasion | 


before very long to reflect upon the 
accuracy of his own generalisation. 
that as it may, I think we must adopt 
the view that this is a missionary effort 
on the part of the right hon. Gentleman ; 
because it is admitted on all hands that 
the Government have no mandate from 
the electors of Great Britain to give 


Be | 


Ireland Home Rule. It is beyond ques- | 
tion that at the time of the general | 


election several Members of the present 


Government led the people to believe | 


that if a Liberal Government were re- 
turned to power they would not propose 
any measure of Home Rule. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs was very explicit on 
this point. Speaking at Newcastle-under- 
Lyme, on November 27th, 1905, the 
right hon. Gentleman admitted that if 
there was to be a Liberal majority at 
the general election— 

“Tt would be gained by large numbers of 
people who voted against the Liberal Party 
in 1895, or abstained from voting at all, 
voting with the Libera] Party next time.” 
And then he went on to say— 

** Now it would not be honest, in his opinion, 
to use the votes of men given in that way to 
reverse the verdict of the country with regard 
to Home Rule which was given in 1895.” 

The Chief Secretary himself, was one of 
those who pooh-poohed the idea of a 
Liberal Government bringing in a Home 
Rule Bill. The notion was derided as a 


mere bogey. The Prime Minister 
described it as a scarecrow. The Govern- 
ment and their supporters obtained 


many Unionist votes on the strength of 
those assurances, and the present Ministry 
was undoubtedly returned to power upon 


the understanding that Home Rule 
would not form any part of its pro- 
gramme. And yet, after only a few 


months of office, we find the Government 
making an insidious attempt to reverse 
the verdict of 1895. The introduction 
of this Bill, in view of the pledges given 
at the general election, convicts His 
Majesty’s Ministers of an act of political 
dishonesty which is surely without a 
parallel in the history of this country. 
Of course we are all aware of the attempt 
of the Government to cover up their 
flagrant violation of their assurances 
by inventing a specious and innocent- 
Mr. Lonsdale. 
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looking title for their Bill. That is too 

ancient a trick to deceive anybody. 

There are certain familiar lines—with 

which I have no doubt the Prime Minister 

is acquainted—which seem to me to be 

applicable to this case— 

‘*“The merchant to secure his treasure 
Conveys it in a borrowed name ; 
Euphelia serves to grace my measure, 

But Chloé is my real flame.” 


An “Irish Council Bill” certainly does 
not sound very revolutionary: but the 
country will be asked to examine this 


Bill in the light of the sinister declarations 
of the Prime Minister. What did the 
right hon. Gentleman say in his famous 
speech at Stirling? These are his words— 

** Now ladies and gentlemen, there are two 
ways of capturing a stronghold—by an open 
and high-handed assault, or by a process of sap 


and gradual approach. What matters it which 
of these methods you use provided you ulti- 
mately capture the citadel ?” 

This Bill, is part of the “ process of sap 


and gradual approach” ; and, therefore, 
it is an attempt to reverse the verdict 


of the country with regard to Home 
Rule which was given in 1895, which the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
declared this Government could not 


put forward without sacrifice of honesty. 
I would like to the Government 
this question: “If this Bill is not Home 
Rule, what justification have they for 
introducing it at all?” The whole 
for the proposal is that it is intended 
to meet the Irish demand. But whether 
it is Home Rule or not, Irish Unionists 
certainly do not want it. As for the 
Nationalists, if it were not Home Rule, 
they would repudiate it at once. The 
mere fact that hon. Members below the 
Gangway accept it as an instalment cf 
the “larger policy,” disposes at once of 
the assertion of the Government that it 
is not Home Rule. The Government 
have betrayed a positive genius for sub- 
terfuge, but when the electors of Great 
Britain have this Bill before them, they 
will not be long in discovering the real 
nature and purpose of these proposals; 
and they will not be slow in arriving at 
the conclusion that the measure repre- 
sents an attempt on the part of His 
Majesty’s Ministers to perpetrate a gigan- 
tic political fraud upon the people of 
Great Britain. At election times Radi- 
cals talk largely about the social reforms 
they mean to accomplish. But when, 
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on the strength of their promises and | they get their Council they mean to turn it 


professions, they are returned to power, 
they immediately begin to complain 
of the obstacles in their path. They 
either go a-tilting at the House of Lords, 
or they raise the cry that “ Ireland 
blocks the way!” I suppose, we may 


into a Parliament as quickly as they can. 
The Parliament they contemplate is not 
the subordinate body—which is all that 


| the Lord Chancellor is prepared to give 


take it that this Bill is an attempt to | 


remove the Irish block out of the path 
towards the social 
exists only in the perfervid dreams of 
Radical politicians. If that is the object 
of the measure, all I can say is, that of 
all the means which could be devised to 
accomplish the end in view, this is surely, 
the least effectual. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) called 
attention to the fact that forty Members 
were not present. 


*Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, 
order. I thought the hon. Gentleman 


was aware that the House could not be 
counted out between 8.15 and 9.15. 


“Mr. LONSDALE: It cannot be denied 
that under existing conditions the affairs 
of Ireland occupy a very large part of the 
time of this House. I can quite under- 
stand some Members thinking that 
Ireland gets far more than her proper 
share of attention. But will the measure 
now before the House lessen in any 
dezree the demands which Ireland 
makes upon the consideration of the 
Imperial Parliament? I do not see 
how the Government or the Party 
opposite can expect this proposal to 
relieve the congestion of public business. 
If it is their object to get rid of “ the 
Irish block,” as it is called, by satis- 
fring Ireland, then, all I can say is 
this Bill certainly will not satisfy anyone. 
Unionists, of course, will to the utter- 
niost Oppose its passage here, and should 
it get through Parliament, they would 
strenuously resist its operation in Ireland. 


The Nationalists make no __ pretence 
of accepting it in full settlement of 
their demands. They are willing to 


take it only as an instalment; or as the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford 
has said, as a foundation upon which | 
they can build. What is it they mean | 
to build? It is only due to the National- 
ist Party to say that they have never | 
made any secret of their intentions. If! 


millennium, which | 


them, but an independent Parliament 
with an executive responsible thereto. 
The Council which the Chief Secretary 
proposes to set up in Dublin will give the 
Nationalists large powers of control over 
the administration, but the powers of the 
new body will be restricted. It will, 
therefore, become the immediate object 
of the Nationalists to remove those 
limitations. Those efforts will be made 
upon the floor of this House, by hon. 
Members below the Gangway, who will 
be present here in full force to make their 
demands. At the same time the House 
may be very sure that Nationalist ad- 
ministration of the affairs of Ireland 
will furnish Irish Unionists with any 
number of subjects for Question and 
debate in this House. If the Govern 
ment hope that this Council will be a sori 
of buffer between Parliament and 
the people of Ireland they will be quickly 
undeceived. So far from relieving this 
House, under the scheme of modified 
Home Rule now proposed, I do not 
hesitate to say that Ireland would make 
more demands upon its attention than 
ever before. So far, I have discussed the 
negative effects of this proposal. Now 
I would ask the House to consider the 
positive consequences of the policy of 
Home Rule by instalments. If this 
Bill were carried, the entire control of 
Irish local affairs would be placed in the 


hands of the Nationalist Party. Let 
hon. Members dismiss from their 
minds the idea that under this 
scheme the Loyalist section of the 


community would be given any appreci- 
able share in the administration. They 
are the principal contributors to the 
revenue. It is their industry and grit 
which have made Ulster prosperous. 
They are law-abiding, and loval to the 
Union andthe Empire. But they will be 
excluded from any effective voice in the 


management of the affairs of their 
country. I do not see any ground 
whatever for doubting that the new 


Irish Council, if established, would be- 
immediately a purely political 
aims and objects 
The history of 


come 
organisation with 
hostile to Great Britain. 
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the General Council of County Councils 


in Ireland has a bearing upon this point | 


which hon. Members opposite would 
do well to note. This body was estab- 
lished on a strictly non-political basis 
for the purpose of assisting the equable 
administration of the Local Government 
Act. It comprised representatives from 
every county council in Ireland. Union- 
ists and Nationalists met together to 
discuss questions of local government, 


and for a time the council did useful 
work. But the Nationalists were not 
satisfied with this arrangement. They 


very soon insisted upon giving a political 
bias to the organisation, and began by 
passing resolutions in favour of Home 
Rule. It was impossible for the Northern 
delegates to remain members of the 
council which had so changed its char- 
acter, and with their withdrawal, this 
experiment of associating Irishmen of all 
parties in the practical work of local 
government came to an end. The his- 
tory of this movement proves the hope- 
lessness of the task which the Govern- 
ment have undertaken. Irish National- 
ism has shown itself to be implacable, 
and there is not the slightest reason for 
hoping that the Irish Council which the 
Government propose to set up would dis- 
play a more reasonable and practicable 
spirit. On the contrary, it is certain that 
from the very first the entire energies of 


the new Council would be directed not! 


to the work of good, honest adminis- 


tration for the benefit of all, not to the 


+ ° 
if isk 


of developing the resources of 
Treland—but to an 
plete Home Rule as a 
separation. The Government and their 
supporters under-rate the strength and 
violence of the anti-British feeling which 
is the dominant spirit in the Nationalist 
movement of to-day. Everv restriction 
upon the powers of the new Council which 
this Bill contains, would be used to stir 
up ill-will against Great Britain. Ireland 
would still be represented as bearing the 
yoke of England, and it is impossible 
to doubt that, if this dangerous experi- 
ment were to be carried out, all progress 
and development in Ireland would be 
swamped by a flood of political agitation. 
As to the consequences of the policy of 
the Government to the loyal minority 
in Ireland, I desire to speak with moder- 
ation. I do not hesitate to say, however, 


Mr. Lonsdale. 


agitation for com- 
step towards 
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that rather than submit to constitutional 
changes which would place them under 
Nationalist domination, the Unionists 
of Ireland are prepared to resort to every 
means of resistance which may be open 
to them. This is a matter of life and 
death to the minority of the Irish people, 
Not only their material prosperity but 
their whole civil and religious liberties 
are bound up with the maintenance of 
the Union, and the unimpaired control by 
this House over the administration of 
Ireland. The Irish Loyalists are not a 
mere handful of the population. They 
number at least 1,250,000; and they 
are by no means confined to Ulster. 
There are over 250,000 scattered through- 
out the southern Irish provinces. Under 
the scheme which the Chief Secretary has 
laid before the House, these isolated 
Unionists would be absolutely at the 
mercy of their political opponents. No 
safeguards which this House could devise 
would avail to protect them from injury. 
The Nationalist majority would un- 
doubtedly use the power entrusted to 
them without any consideration for the 
rights and interests of their opponents. 
I would ask hon. Members opposite to 
reflect upon the past 
Nationalist movement. Let 
sider whether in an 

such a record there is any possibility of 
toleration going hand in hand with the 
possession of power. Indeed, the Leader 
of the Nationalist Party has left us no 
room for doubt on this point. He has 
said “ The handful of Protestants” in 
Ulster, “* must be overborne by the strong 
hand.” I know the hon. Member has 
tried to explain away that unfortunate 
but illuminating phrase. But it stands 
as an indication of the real spirit 
of the Nationalist movement towards 
political opponents. It is possible, that 
English Members fail to appreciate the 
full significance of this threat of the 
“strong hand.” Unfortunately, Irish 
Unionists have too close, and too recent 
an acquaintance with the manifestations 
of the strong hand of the Nationalist 
organisations to be under any doubt of 
the real meaning of this expression. It 
is not surprising that with this menace 
ringing in their ears the Loyalist minority 
should determine, by all means in their 
power, to resist any approach to Home 
Rule. We who represent the Unionists 


historv of the 
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of Ireland, see in the measure which the 
Chief Secretarv has explained to the 
House, an instalment of Home Rule, 
which, if carried, would involve imme- 
diate ruin to Unionist interests in Ireland 
and be fraught with disastrous con- 
sequences to the United Kingdom and 
the Empire. For those reasons, we 
shall offer to this Bill the most strenuous 
opposition at every stage. 


Srrm ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire. E.): On behalf of those Gentle- 
men with whom I am associated I wish 
to offer a word of hearty congratulation 
to the Chief Secretary for the very in- 
portant measure which he has adim- 
brated this evening. We have just 
heard some doleful tales from hon. 
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Members opposite of what will happen 


if the Bill becomes law, and the hon. | 
Member for Mid Armagh asked us to | 


look into the past history of the Nationa- | 
list Party. I should be very sorry to| 
look into the past history of any political | 
Partv. The Irish people have some | 
experience of self-government under the 
Local Government Act, and it seems 
to me that the actions and proceedings 
of their Councils have, except that they 


passed resolutions against the war, 
been a pattern even to our own. I know 
that the Bill does not make any _pro- 


vision for legislation, but we all know that | 
idministration is a very important part 
f the government of any country. 
Pope said— 

“For forms of government let fools contest ; | 
Whate’er is best administer’d is best.” 
This Bill gives an opportunity to Irish- 
men to take a part in their own admini- | 
stration. One hon. 
the Bill will not save much of the time | 
of the House, but we all know that half 


Member said that | 


of the Questions that are addressed to | 


Ministers in the House come from | 
Irish Members and mostly relate to 


administration ; and if the Bill become: 
law these questions a* to administration 
will not come before the House but will 
be addressed to the people in Dublin 
who administer affairs there. This is 
not a Bill of magnificent dimensions, 
but still it is a Bill that will go far 
to give the people of Ireland an oppor- 
tunity of showing how capable they are 
of administering their own affairs, and it 
is very pleasant for those Members with 


| for 
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whom I am associated to know that our 
friends in Ireland will have this instalment 
of what, I think, is something very like 
Home Rule. 


*Mr. GOOCH (Bath) In consider- 
ing this question Liberals are in duty 
bound to apply two tests. The first is 
whether this scheme is in accordance with 
our election pledges. In the second place, 
does it constitute a definite advance in the 
direction of reform of Irish administration? 
I think that there is not much difficulty 
in replying in the affirmative to both these 
questions. The speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mid Armagh, seemed, if I may say 
so without disrespect, to have been pre- 
pared, before he heard the speech of the 
Chief Secretary, in anticipation of a very 
much more far-reaching scheme than the 
House has actually heard described. I 
think it must have struck the House that 
this measure is a modest one, and even the 
most timid Liberal can support it. I 
am confirmed in this opinion by referring 
to what was said by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition. He 
made a remark which I venture to think 
will be repeated many times in this House 


_in the course of the debates, and certainly 


will be quoted all over England on every 
platform where this question is discussed. 
The Opposition papers in England and 
Ireland have been telling their readers 
long before they knew what the Bill 
was to be that this measure, whatever its 
name, would be a measure designed to 
lead up to Home Rule, or an instalment 
of Home Rule under another name. 
The reply to that comes not from 
the Radical Benches, but from the Leader 
of the Opposition, who used remarkable 
words which the House will appreciate. 
He said that there was no resemblance 
between this scheme and Home Rule. 
[““ No, No.”] I took the words down. 
Therefore, when we hear the hon. Member 
Mid Armagh saying that this is an 
instalment of Home Rule under another 
name, I think that we have a double reply. 
The first is as to the enabling provisions 
of the Bill, which do not set up a legis- 
lative machine, but merely an adminis- 
trative body—a machine which cannot 
pass a law, which cannot levy a tax, 
which cannot raise a rate. The second 
reply isin the words used by the Leader of 
the Opposition to which I have referred. 
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I think I can say that, however timid 
Members were at the time of the election 
in refusing to pledge themselves to any 
far-reaching scheme of Irish reform, the 
proposal of the Government is so modest 
and moderate that there is nobody on this 
side of the House who will not be able 
to support it. I myself feel, and my 
hon. friends feel, that, so far from going 
too far, we should have liked the scheme 
to go a little further, and it should 
be strengthened in Committee, without, 
of course, in any way departing from 
the election pledges of certain Members. 
The second test which I propose is this: 
Does this Bill take a definite step in the 
direction of the reform of Irish adminis- 
tration / I must sav that I was amazed 
to hear the Leader of the Opposition this 
afternoon speaking for about an hour with- 
out a single reference to the 
anomalies of Irish 
should have thought 

common property among 
parties, among Unionists, among De- 
volutionists as well as Rulers, 
and among Liberals, that Irish govern- 
ment, as it at present exists, is full of 
anomalies. Lord Lansdowne said that 
the present system of Irish government 
was cumbrous and antiquated. 

what is the view of the right hon. 
man the Member for Dover, who, when he 
was in office took the view 
ordination of the Departments was one of 
the things which the Government was 
bound to attempt to carry out. If hon. 
Members will turn to Lord Dunraven’s 
book on ‘* The Outlook in Ireland,” they 
will find a very interesting chapter as to 
the schemes and utterances of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham and the Duke of Devonshire, 
that is to say, the founders of the Liberal 
Unionist Party twenty vears ago, asking 
for almost the same thing as the Govern- 
ment has now put before the House. The 
Leader of the Opposition in his speech 
to-day spoke of the administrative 
machine of Ireland as moving swiftly 
and easily, but he forgets, for instance, 
the long wrangles and delavs between 
the Congested Districts Board and the 


that it was 
men of all 


Tome 


Gentle- 


National Board of Education and the 
Treasury. So far from Irish govern- 
ment working smoothly, it does not 


it does work it 
I think that 


work at all, or when 
works exceedingly slowly. 


Mr. Gooch. 


that co- | 
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those who take this view ought to 
make it quite clear that we are bringing 
no indictment against the officials of 
Dublin Castle or any other Government 
Board. It has been my good fortune to 
know personally a good number of 
permanent officials of the various Irish 
Departments, and I believe my view is 
shared by a great number of those Mem- 
bers of the House who have had the 
pleasure and privilege of making their 
personal acquaintance. The fault is 
not in the men, but in the system. | 
think that Ireland and Irish 
ment have suffered, not from the officials, 
because they are able and honourable 
but from what certainly deserves the 
name of chaos, a word which, the Chief 
Secretary did not use, but which I believe 
he would have been abundantly justified 
in using. There has been another 
liminary difficulty in the minds of various 


Y + 
Council. 


goverh- 


men, 


pre- 


|speakers to-day in convection with 
|local or administrative devolution, 
land that is the failure in certain 
| respects of the Local Government 
| Act of 1898. I think that it is 
| unf air in estimating the effect of 
the Act of 1898 to concentrate 
jattention on one aspect, and on 
one result and on one result alone. 


We know | 


That, after all, is only one aspect of the 
work of 1898. We have heard much too 
little from the Unionist Benches of the 
undoubted absence of corruption and 
the misuse of money which seems to have 
been quite as rare in the case of the 
Irish county councils as it has been 
in this country. From the point of view 
of economy and efficient administration, 
I venture to think that on the whole 
Ireland has administered its powers in a 
more economical way. I ask hon. Mem- 
bers representing Ulster to consider 
whether we should not do the same thing 
here if in a constituency at an 


over 

election for the county council you had 
almost entirely on the list of voters 
Churchmen and landlords, because it 1s 
not at all likely that Churchmen and 
landlords would select a Radical ora 
Nonconformist, and still less a man 


| who was a Radical and Nonconformist 


combined. I wish to say one or two 
words about the Bill, the undoubted 
merits of which I think will strike any- 
body who has carefully considered tne 
machinery of Irish Government. What 
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pleases me most in this measure is 
the promise to carry through a reform 
which is notoriously necessary, and 
which is considered to be necessary by 
men of all parties, namely,the amalgama- 
tion of the two Education Boards for 
elementary and secondary education. 


That is a question which has been dis- | 


cussed many times in this House. We 
are all acquainted with the independent 
position which those two Boards have 
occupied in the past, and we are all 
agreed that it is necessary that they 
should work in the closest possible con- 
nection. They are not only housed in 
different Departments and created under 
different statutes, but they have no sort 
orkind of connection one with the other. 
Consequently, I am absolutely delighted 
to find that in addition to the creation 
of this Council there is to be an 
amalgamation of these two Boards. I 
rejoice at the fact that Ireland is going 
to have an extra £650,000, and I hope 
that we shall not hear any grumbling 
from the English, Welsh or Scot‘ish tax- 
payers at having to provide this sum. It 
has already been pointed out by the 
Leader of the Irish Party that the 
Commission on Financial Relations re- 
commended certain reforms which have 
never been dealt with. This additional 
£650,000 to be granted to the Irish 
Treasury should not be regarded as a 
matter of money but simply as a matter 
of financial justice. Looking to the 
needs of this new Irish Council, I feel that 
no passage in the Chief Secretary’s speech 
was more justified than that in which 
he said it would be folly or even madness 
togexpect the Irish Council to carry on 
the work of these eight Departments 
with £2,000,000 per annum. It is no 
use setting up these 
education office, unless they have more 
money to spend. I am sure hon. Mem- 
bers will agree that another £100,000 or 
even £200,000 spent upon school build- 
ings and teachers’ salaries would be wel 
spent, and the country would get a very 
good return for the money. One of 
the first results of the setting up of this 
new Council will be a permanent advance 
in the efficiency of Irish education. I 
noticed that the somewhat curious fran- 
chise which has been suggested is going 
to include women voters, and therefore 
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this may be considered an enfranchising 
measure as well. I do not think the Coun- 
cil will be any the worse from the fact 
that it will to a certain extent repre- 
sent Irish women. There was one aspect 
of this measure which the Leader 
of the Irish Party rightly called atten- 
tion to, and it seems to me _ that 
unless this great block is removed the 
measure will not be anything like so 
valuable—I refer to the position of the 
Lord-Lieutenant. I think his position 
as set out in the Chief Secretary’s speech 
is absolutely impossible. The strongest, 
the wisest, and the most hard-working 
man in the world could not possibly deal 
with all the duties proposed to be placed 
upon the Lord-Lieutenant. It is a very 
wrong thing that he should be expected 
to give the important decisions which he 
is supposed to give. It is unfair to the 
Council and to the Lord-Lieutenant, 
and I think it is common ground between 
both friends and opponents that this 
proposal cannot possibly stand. I 
hope that the Government will take the 
sense of their critics upon this point, and 
try in Committee to relieve the Lord- 
Lieutenant of this intolerable and un- 
necessary burden. We on the Ministerial 
Benches accept the Bill with gratitude 
as an instalment not of Home Rule but 
of good government for Ireland, and it 
leaves Home Rule exactly where it was 
before. The Government have not 
pledged themselves to finality, and they 
do not ask hon. Members from Ireland 
to accept it as final. Lord John Russell’s 
famous finality speech seventy years ago, 
after the passage of the first Reform Bill, 
has now become the laughing stock of 
history, and he lived to regret it and 
recant it by being afterwards associated 
with more than one Reform Bill. The sole 
question which we have to ask ourselves is 
whether this is a step in the direction of 
the reform of Irish Government. After 
an impartial consideration of the ques- 
tion, I believe it is such a step, and I 
think it will bring forth the same answer 
from thoughtful Unionists as well as 
from thoughtful Liberals, and therefore I 
shall give it my hearty support. 


*Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): 
The hon. Member who has just addressed 
the House does not seem to be aware that 








159 Trish {COMMONS} Council. 160 
ever since the year 1898, ladies have {famous speech of the hon. Member 
had the privilege of voting in Ireland,| for North Louth in which he said 


and I am pleased to say they have 
discharged that duty with credit to them- 
selves and credit to the government of 
the country. I do not think this is a 
measure which can be described as in 
any material degree falling short of 
an instalment of the larger policy leading 
up to Home Rule. I confess that I could 
not help reflecting that there seemed to be 
avery close and most honourably carried 


out understanding between the Govern- | 


ment Front Bench and the Nationalists, 
that by no possible slip should this measure 
be received or described as in any way 





that when the Nationalist Party did 
anything to help another political Party 
their price had to be paid. Probably if the 
Radical Party had been able to foresee 
the great majority they would obtain 
at the General Election the Prime 
Minister would have been more judi- 
cious in his language. I hold moderate 
views, but at the same time I hold very 
sincerely the Unionist convictions held 
by the bulk of the people in the North 


|of Ireland, and as a Unionist I have no 


touching the question of Home Rule. | 
I congratulate both the Parties I have | 


referred to upon the honourable manner | 


in which that compact seems to have been 


carried out, but it is my duty to bring the | 
House back to certain well remembered | 


utterances of the Prime Minister which 


ithe success 


have long justified us in looking forward | 


to the introduction of this Bill with 
considerable -misgivings. Whilst 
acknowledging the eloquent terms in 
which this*measure has been brought 


fully | 
| Party to that Department is very 
| known. 


before the House, I cannot admit, anxious | 


as I am to get rid of that idea, that 


our suspicions of a compact which we | 


believed to exist between these two 
Parties has been in any way removed. 
We find—and this shows how the Prime 
Minister’s opinion develops with the pas- 
sage of the years—on going to records 
the accuracy of which cannot be dis- 
puted, that in 1900 the right hon. Gentle- 
man said— 

“If the desire for self-government continues 
it would best be met, in my judgment, by some 
scheme of devolution of business applicable to 
the three kingdoms alike.” 


But at the time of the general election 


the Prime Minister evidently desired to | 
| times criticised some details of the Depart- 


conciliate the Irish vote, and in a speech 
made at Stirling he said that if he were 
asked for advice by an ardent Irish 
Nationalist he would advise him to take 
a fulfilment of his desires in any way he 
could get it, that if an instalment were 
offered he should accept it provided “it 
was consistent with and led up to the 
larger policy.” I assume that in view 
of this declaration the Irish Nationalists 
voted for Radical candidates at the last 
election. Now the price has to be paid, 
no doubt reluctantly. I remember a 
Mr. Barrie. 


option but to offer the Bill my most 
strenuous opposition. I feel that there 
lies behind this innocent looking Bill a 
serious intention to do a very grave in- 
justice to the best interests of Ireland. 
If there is one thing which Irishmen who 
live in their native land and others who 
have gone to live there are proud of, it is 
of that splendid modern 
development the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction. 
The antipathy of the Nationalist 
well 
I remember Sir Horace Plunkett 
preaching the gospel of self-help and the 
revival of Irish industries by co-operative 
exertions. He was said to be a dreamer 


| of vain dreams, but the time came when 


| Sir Horace by his sincerity and by his 





zeal succeeded in obtaining the support of 
some of the best and most thoughtful 
men in Ireland. The result is that, 
whereas at first there were only 
800. technical students in Ireland, 
at present there are something like 
42,000. I speak with some knowledge 
of the Department’s operations, because 
the county I have the honour to represent 
has received the greatest possible benefit 
from its schemes. I am all the more 
pleased to say this because I have at 


ment’s operations as strongly as others 
have done. The work of the Department 
has been performed under the greatest pos- 
sible difficulty. On behalf of the National- 
ist Party the hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Member for Waterford said it was 
undermining the influence of that Party. I 
say God speed to it if it is so doing. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo has preached 
the same thing. If it was so, I thought 
when I read his speech that Sir Horace 
Plunkett was doing a better work than 
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I had ever realised before. I hope the 
House will remember with gratitude the 


great work Sir Horace has done, and [ | 


am proud to know that the work will go 
on though he ceases to be at the head of 
the Department. Under the wise guidance 
of the Department the value of the flax 
crop in Ulster was a quarter of a million 
more last year than the crop of five years 
ago. It has been brought about by 
educating the Irish people by means of 
Dutch experts, who were brought to 
Ireland to teach the people a few years ago. 
I refer to this great Department because 
I believe that the aim and scope of this 
measure is to undermine its usefulness. 


We are to have a new Council which 
will be largely composed of mem- 
bers of the Nationalist Party; and I 


challenge the members of that Party 
to deny that they disapprove of the 
operations of the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction. There 
are other parts of the Bill which cause us 
inf the North of Ireland very serious | 
anxiety. There is the case of education. | 
Iam very sorry to say that I fear there 
is no hope for education in Ireland being 
brought up to the standard of Scottish 
education so long as you hand it over 
to what is called a popularly elected 
body. I am sorry to make that ob- 
servation. It is often alleged that Ulster 
Unionists refuse all public offices to 
Nationalists. I believe that in the county 
council of which I am a member we have 
five Nationalists and sixteen Unionists, 
and for five years a Nationalist has been 
elected vice-chairman. I admit that I 
opposed that gentleman’s re-election as 
a Nationalist—not because I objected 
to give the Nationalists a minority 
representation, but because we had that 
peculiar brand of Nationalist who was 
pulling wires in Dublin Castle to get 
elected a member of the Grand Jury 
and at the sane time resuscitating a 
banch of the United Irish League. 
[NATIONALIST cries of ** Name.’’] Itisun- 
necessary to give the name. I remember 
that at an early period we had a Roman 
Catholic chairman of an urban district 
council of which I was a member, al- 
though the Nationalists in the council 
numbereil only three out of eighteen. 
As to the composition of the proposed 
Council, I cannot congratulate the right 
hon. Gentleman on the fairness of | 
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| his scheme of representation. He has 
| told us that we are going to have four 
representatives from Belfast and four 
from Dublin; but I would remind him 
that there is a startling difference 
in the population of the two cities. 
Then he proposes to give two repre- 
sentatives to some of the counties in 
the North of Ireland, while two repre- 
sentatives are also to be given to counties 
in the South and West, which have 
only half the population of those in 
Ulster. It has been said by the right 
hon. Gentleman that ‘minorities must 
suffer, it is the badge of their tribe.” 
But I should have thought that as one 
professedly anxious to deal justly even 
with minorities the right hon. Gentleman 
would have taken a larger view of our 
special circumstances in the constitution 
of this new body, a body which I venture 
to prophesy will never get the length 
of working. It is disappointing that he 
shou'd have proposed to continue the 
gross under-representation of Unionist 
opinion in Ireland. There are hon. 
Members sitting below the gangway who 
represent only a fifth of the population I 
represent. I hope that that part of the 
Bill will be recast, and that when we got 
to the Second Reading every opportunity 
will be afforded us, as we have not had 
to-day, to discuss this measure in full 
detail—a measure which, I repeat, I have 
no doubt, has been carefully designed to 
lead up to the larger policy of Home 
Rule and to pay the price of the support 
of Nationalists in England and Scotland 
at the last general election. 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR: I am certain 
that every English Member addressing 
the House on such a question as Irish 
administration and the constitution and 
power of the Irish Government must feel 
considerable hesitation in plunging into 
an arena of political affairs which is 
more complicated than any other before 
the House. English Members may 
be excused from taking part in the 
ordinary course of debates on matters 
affecting Irish administration; but 
when it is proposed to take from this 
House certain powers which it has 
hitherto exercised, the case is altered. 
I feel that on most questions, and 
particularly on this question, I stand 
possibly in a freer position as regards 
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the Party point of view than most | 
other Members in the House. When | 
I sat on the other side of the Hou:e I was | 
not a Home Ruler, and the fact that [| 
have crossed the House and find sayeelt | 
seated and associated with hon. Gentlemen 
with whom I am more in accord than 
with the Unionist Party does not alter my 
position in that respect. I remain on this 
side of the House as I was on the other, 
opposed to Home Rule as I understand 
it, and as it has been described to-day 
by the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford—a separate Parliament for 
Ireland with a separate executive re- 
sponsible to it, carrying out the expressed 
and declared wishes of the Irish people. 
There is an idea of giving to Scotland, 
Ireland, and Wales a Parliament equipped 
as in the self-governing Colonies. That 
has never appealed to me as likely to 
lead to the efficiency of the government 
of ths country or to the integrity and | 
efficiency of the Empire. My attitude 
arises from no want of sympathy with hon. 
Gentlemen below the gangway opposite in 
their aspirations after a complete expres- 
sion of nationality. Noone in this House 
sympathises more than I do with the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


conception of obtaining the greatest 
possible future for a nation. If I am 


unable to do anything but oppose the 
ideas of hon. Gentlemen below the gang- 
way it is only because that larger country 
which has this Parliament as its govern- 
ing body demands that the idea of Irish | 
nationality should not be pressed too | 
hard. The Bill before us has been 
described, both by the right hon. Gentle- 
man and by the Irish Leader, as in no 
sense a Home Rule Bill; and I take it 
that really the issue before the House is | 
not so much whether this is or is not a 
Home Rule Bill, on which we could | 
consume a good deal of time in an) 
academic discussion, but whether this is 
or is not the best way of re-constructing | 
a system of government which, by | 
| 
| 


| 


common consent, is held not to be as| 
efficient as it might be, and which may 
justly be described as a hindrance to the | 
development and prosperity of Ireland. | 

I listened with interest to the quotations | 
read by my right hon. friend in his | 
opening speech of some remarks made by 

the Duke of Devonshire in 1885, upon 
the possibility of re-constructing Dublin | 
Castle government somewhat on the| 

Mr. Austin Taylor. 


{COMMONS} 


| length. 
' the House is the bringing into a state 


| to the House, 
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of this Bill. I do 
right hon. 


not know 
friend ever 


lines 
whether my 


took the trouble to look up Mr. 
Gladstone’s reply to the Duke of 
Devonshire. Perhaps, however, it is 


hardly fair in a debate of this kind 
to go too extensively into the speeches 
of the past. It would be a very easy 
matter to rake up speeches of twenty 
years ago and to prove, not only from 
the lips of Mr. Gladstone, but from the 
lips of the present Prime Minister, that 
any Bill which touches the administra- 
tive side only in connection with Ireland 


| and which does not touch the legislative 
| side 
| ceive the assent of this House. 
| extracts in my hand which I will not 


is a Bill which ought not to re- 
I hold 


weary the House with reading, but 
the House may take it from me as in- 
controvertible, that during the defence of 
the Home Rule Bill of 1886, both Mr. 
Gladstone and the Prime Minister said 
that a Bill which only reconstructed the 


| Government of Ireland on the adminis- 


side and left the lezislative side 
would be 


trative 
untouched, was one which 
found impracticable in the working and 
unsatisfactory as far as the wishes of 
hon. Gentlemen below the gangway 
opposite are concerned. But I really 
think the speeches of statesmen twenty 
vears ago, under conditions of contro- 
versy which are entirely different from 
those we have to face to-day and 
under conditions in Ireland which are 
different, are not germane to the pre- 
sent Bill, and need not be quoted at 
The admitted problem before 


of efficiency the administration of the 
Government in Ireland. My right hon 
friend the Chief Secretary, as many 
other speakers in this House have done, 
has pointed to the multiplicity of Boards 
in Ireland and the irresponsibility of 
those Boards, and to the impossi- 
bility, in considering the question of 
Irish administration, of maintaining 
the system of departmental adminis- 
tration, coupled with responsibility 
‘in this House, without devising some 
scheme with an elective element as is 
suggested in this Bill. I do not know 
whether I can make my position clear 
but I feel that if you 
are reforming the administration as 
practical men, there are only two really 
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satisfactory solutions before you. Either 
you must follow the precedent of 
Scotland, where you have a system of 
Departmental administration carried 
out by the Secretary for Scotland, in 
sympathy with the wishes of the people 
of Scotland, so that it makes for effi- 
ciency and national well-being, or you 
must refer to the model of the Colonial 
Governments and abandon altogether 
the idea of revision in this House 
through the Secretary of State of 
the administration in different parts of 
the United Kingdom, and create in the 
different parts of the United Kingdom a 
fully responsible and separate Parliament 
with a separate executive. This Bill 
does neither the one thing nor the other. 
I want to speak quite frankly to hon. 
Members below the gangway. With 
their desire to do everything which will 
make for the happiness of everyone in Ire- 
land, no one has greater sympathy than 
myself. The situation in Ireland is not 
so different to that of Scotland, if the 
Irish people were willing to be dealt 
with in a similar manner, and that is 
really at the root of the difficulty. Our 
difficulty in Ireland is not a question 
of natural conditions, but a question 
of sympathy. [Hear, hear.] Yes; but 
questions of sympathy are things which 
require the most delicate treatment that 
any statesman can give to them. If the 
Irish people were willing, it is not im- 
possible to imagine a peaceful and con- 
tented Ireland with the hon. Member for 
Waterford as Chief Secretary, catering 
for the material, moral, and spiritual 
needs of that country. The obstacle 
in the way of that, as I have said before, 
is the sentiment of the Irish people, and 
it is because the Government recognise 
that opimon in England will not tolerate 
a Parliament either in Ireland, or Scot- 
land, or Wales, upon the model of the 
Colonies, and on the other hand, they 
recognise that Irish sentiment will not 
accept and sympathise with the system 
of Departments, and the sympathetic 
system as it prevails in Scotland, that 
they are driven to produce this measure 
which divorces from the purview of this 
House these six or eight Departments of 
government. 
malous position, that while the Par- 
liament in England is absolutely re- 
sponsible for the collection and the 
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raising of the finances for these Depart- 
ments, another body, a representative 
body—though not altogether representa- 
tive, because there is this nominated 
element which my right hon. friend has 
introduced—but still a representative 
body in Ireland is to have the disbursing 
and control of these funds. I am sure 
that no Member of this House on either 
side, if he were free to choose his ideal, 
would commit the destinies of Ire- 
land to such a system. I feel that if 
we endorse a scheme of this kind, we 
are endorsing something which requires 
considerable explanation, and if for my 
part, I vote for the First Reading of this 
Bill, it is only because I think that any 
measure produced under circumstances 
such as these, and designed, as I believe 
this is, to secure, if possible, peace in 
Ireland (a country to which by birth and 
sentiment Iam deeply attached), deserves 
respectful treatment and consideration 
from this House, and every portion of it. 
In regard to the position of the Lord- 
Lieutenant, it seems to me that it is 
nothing less than the veto of the Imperial 
Parliament applied in a peculiar way. 
Surely if the Imperial Parliament is to 
have a veto at all, it must be applied 
through some channel, and if the Lord- 
Lieutenant is to be that channel, he will 
have the sense of the Cabinet behind 
him. It will then be open to hon. 
Members to challenge his action in this 
House, and I can quite imagine that 
they will do so. It will then be for 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland, among 
his other congenial occupations, to get 
up and justify the action of the Lord- 
Lieutenant in interfering with the first 
representative council with which Ireland 
has become acquainted. In regard to 
the eight Departments which are now 
represented by my right hon. friend, 
and which are no longer, I understand, 
to have official representation in this 
House suppose some legislative change 
is required in_ particular matters 
which affect those Departments, it is 
this House which will have to deal with 
those Bills, and it is my right hon. 
friend who will have to take charge of 
them. Therefore I should like to know 
from my right hon. friend whether 
really he will find himself in the future 
less likely to be held responsible for the 
general administration of law in Ireland in 
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regard to questions from both sides of 
the House by the action or inaction of this 
new body. I ask whether we d> really 
get rid of so large a slice of Irish adminis- 
tration, and if we are not proposing a new 
Board in Ireland to take the place of the 
existing Boards, which my right hon. 
friend might some day complain of as 
being more than human nature can 
stand. I have not made these remarks 
in any spirit of malicious criticism of 
the project of the Government. I desire 
that any proposals in regard to Irish 
administration should receive fair criti- 
cism, and I hope I have not gone beyond 
the limits of reasonable criticism in 
pointing out the inherent anomalies that 
a half-way house of this kind contains. 
I feel strongly that securities for the 
minority in Ireland should be inserted 
in the Bill. If on examination they 
are not found to be of such a char- 
acter as will sufficiently protect the 
minority, I strongly feel that in view of 
the religious differences in Ireland every 
care should be taken by this House to 
safeguard the interests of the Protestant 
minority. I welcome the declaration 
of the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Waterford, which I hope this House will 
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command, that he at any rate is prepared 
to go as faras it is possible for man to go 
with due regard to reason and common 


{COMMONS} 








168 


Council. 


House, but on this occasion very few 
have been able to follow the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


Mr. BIRRELL: That is not my fault. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL: It seemed 
to me that he troubled so little about the 
matter that he did not trouble to think 
out the details. What was the anxiety 
of hon. Gentlemen below the gangway ? 
For the last year and a half Irish Nation- 
alist papers have been proclaiming that, 
owing to the advent of the present Govern- 
ment to office, they were on the eve of 
attaining the fruition of the hopes they 


| have entertained for so many years, and 


hon. Members have proclaim:d in their 
organs and speeches that the irreducible 
minimum in satisfaction of their demands 


}is a Parliament in Ireland, with an Execu- 


tive responsible thereto. When certain 
estimable but rather weak-minded gentle- 
men in Ireland thought they could form a 
Moderate Party to engineer a policy of 
devolution—a modified form of Home 
Rule—they were received with derision by 
all Members. Mr. Michael Davitt said 


ul} the devolution proposals were a mere 
see carried out by all the force at its | 


sense in the direction of securing the | 


rights of conscience and liberty to every 
Irishman who may ultimately be affected 
by the Bill before the House. 


CAMPBELL 


such an 


JAMES 


There is 


Mr. (Dublin 


University) : 


night, that I feel it must have struck 
not merely hon. Members on this side, 
but hon. Gentlemen opposite who are 
not “in the know,” that a treaty has 
been arrived at between the Govern- 
ment and hon. Gentlemen below 
gangway upon this subject. 


Mr. BIRRELL: 


whatever. 


There is no treaty 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL: That makes 
the mystery all the greater. No one is 
more capable of making perfectly clear 
the meaning of his proposals in this 

Mr. Austin Taylor. 


| night’s debate. 


matter of form, and the hon. Member 
for Eist Mayo denounced then in 
most animated terms. He said the 


proposals were preposterous and utterly 
unworkable, and that if set up, they would 
not last six months, and if put up in the 
House of Commons would not last a 
The right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite has introduced proposals 
which are to a certain extent mild pro- 


air of | posals in the form of devolution, and yet 
mystery about the proceedings of to- | the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
. ; ~ 5 | 


ford, the Leader of the Nationalist Party 


| in this House, instead of standing up as I 


expected he would, and making the 
rafters ring with his denunciations of the 


| treachery of the Government, who had 


the | 


once more broken faith with the Irish 
Party —instead of uttering these warnings 


| and threats with which in these debates 
| we have grown familiar, has spoken to- 


night in the accents of a sucking dove, 
and says he is going to reserve his criti- 
cisms and his ultimate vote on these pro- 
posals until they have been laid before a 
convention of the Irish people. That seems 
to suggest an unders-anding, and we have 
not heard from the right hon. Gentleman 
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what is the nature of the understanding 
that exists between him and the hon. Mem- | 
ber for Waterford on this matter. The | 
large sheaf of notes from which the hon. | 
and learned Member spoke showed he had 
evidently some information with regard | 
to this Bill, and that the disclosures of the | 
right hon. Gentleman were not the only | 
source of information from which he was | 
speaking. Does anyone in this House | 
know what treaty exists, and what is the 
meaning of the remarkable unanimity we | 
saw here to-night, when one hon. Member 
below the gangway, who was recently in 
the United States, is stated by the Free- | 
man’s Journal to have said to a large | 
assembly in the United States a month 
ago, that “ina few weeks Home Rule | 
was to be granted to Ireland?” Almost | 
every day for the last twelve months the 
Nationalist newspapers of Ireland have | 
been proclaiming that we are on the eve of | 
a settlement of this question. The hon. 
Member for Waterford and other hon. | 
Members below the gangway have de- 
clared again and again during the last 
twelve months that whatever the pro- 
posals of the right hon. Gentleman might 
be, if they fell short of the irreducible 
minimum of a separate Parliament they 
would not accept them. What is the 
reason of the reprieve? How is_ it 
that these milk-and-water proposals have 
raised no denunciations? To my mind | 
it suggests that there is more in this | 
matter than has been brought to light. 
I cannot profess to say whether the 
(rovernment intend to treat this Bill in 
Committee es they have treated other 
Bills in this Parliament, and turn these | 
harmless proposals into an_ effective | 
measure of Home Rule, or whether they | 
have brought them in with a knowledge | 
or a conviction that they will be rejected | 
in Ireland when they will be able to say: | 
“Those of us who spoke of a policy of | 
Home Rule by instalments can justify 
ourselves by saying ‘ We brought it in,’ 
and those of us who look on this as an 
academic question can say, ‘We were 
right, because the proposals were so 
mild that the Irish rejected them.’ ” 
The extraordinary thing about the  pro- 
posals is that they settle nothing and 
satis'y nobody. There is no _ finality 
about them, and their introduction marks 
the beginning of a new chapter of that 
unfortunate religious and sectirian strife 
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that has so long distracted and destroyed 
the energies of Ireland. Speaking for 
myself, I attach very little importance to 
pledges and promises that are given that 
any proposal introduced for the purpose 
of dealing with so-called Irish grievances 
is to be the basis of a settlement or a final 
settlement. In my short experience in 
this House I have seen introduced several 
important measures each of which was 
heralded as a settlement of the land 
problem in Ireland. In 1903 there 
was passed in this House a _ great 
scheme of land purchase which was 
heralded as a settlement of the land ques- 
tion, under which the British people 
pledged themselves to grant a loan of 
£100,000,000 and a bonus of £12,000,000. 
Within the last few weeks there was 
introduced into this House by an 
hon. Gentleman below tie Gangway 
a Bill which received the blessing of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary and his Attorney-General, 
the very purpose of which was to tear 
to shreds that so-called final settle- 
ment, to abolish the voluntary system, 
and to introduce by-laws to sweep 
away zones which were intended as a 
protection. Therefore I attach very 
little importance indeed to promises 
or pledges that any particular measure 
will be accepted by my fellow country- 
men at home as a final settlement. 
They know the game much better than 
that. They take what they can get; 
they pretend that it does not please 
them ; they pretend that it is a miserable 
substitute for what they really desire; 
but they take it and then they esk 
for more. Even if the hon. and learned 
Gentleman gave to the House any 
assurance of this sort, that any such 
measure as this could or would possibly 
be accepted as a reasonable fulfilment 
of the pledges of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, such an assurance coming from 
him would be made in perfect good 
faith as anyone who knows the hon. 
and learned Gentleman will realise; 
but there are powers and forces behind 
the hon. and learned Gentleman which 
he is absolutely incapable of controlling 
or restraining. I think hon. Gentlemen 
below the gangway will do me the 
justice to say that I have never publicly 
or professionally in any way maligned 
I have never 


Council, 


my fellow countrymen ; 
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been guilty of any form of expression 
intolerant towards my fellow countrymen 
in any part of Ireland. These proposals 
are fraught with great good or great 
evil for the future of the country, and it 
is the duty of Members for Irish constitu- 
encies, and representing Irish interests, 
to speak out with frankness. There is in 
existence at the present day, running to 
a certain degree on parallel lines with the 
Parliamentary movement repre-ented by 
the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Member for Waterford, but far more 
extreme and dangerous for the security 
of Irish credit, Irish trade, and Irish 
prosperity, than that with which the 
hon. and learned Gentleman is associated, 
the movement known as the Sinn 
Fein, or ‘‘ Ireland for ourselves.’’ It 
is taking from hon. Gentlemen below 
the gangway followers day by day. If 
hon. Members below the gangway accept 
the scheme as a fulfilment of the promise 
of the Prime Minister the Sinn Fein will 
take the field against them. The pro- 
gramme of that body is first an absolute 
boycott in Ireland of all goods of English 
manufacture ; secondly, to pay no Im- 
perial taxes of any kind; thirdly, an 
anti-enlisting crusade in every depart- 
ment of His Majesty’s Service ; fourthly, 
an absolute boycott of the English 
tongue. The leader of the movement 
has described the English language as 
being only fit for a flunkey, and the kind 
of language which no one but a slave 
in Ireland would use. This movement 
has already got its newspapers; it has 
a newspaper in Belfast which is called 
The Republic, and within the last few 
weeks it has published an article in 
which it says— 

“The absolute independence of Ireland is 

Ireland’s right. We ask for no more, and we 
will take no less.” 
There is also a paper which I have 
never read, called The Peasant, which was 
formerly known as The Irish Peasant, 
and which is published in Dublin. What 
does this paper say as to the suggestion 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman for 
Waterford for calling a convention to 
consider what reception should be given 
to the proposals of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment? Hear what it says— 

“A National Convention, we are told, 
will be called to discuss the Bill about to be 
introduced jto the House of Commons; but 


Mr. James Campbell. 
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surely Mr. Redmond does not imagine that 
he can have a National Convention which will 
be open to his own followers alone. Such a 
Convention will only be trifling with the affairs 
of the nation.” 


I only mention these facts to show that 
whatever desire the hon. and learned 


| Gentleman and his followers may have 


for the life of me 


to give a pledge or promise in connection 
with this Bill, there are forces behind him 
and above him which he cannot control or 
command. And what about Irish feeling 
in America? We know that the 
Nationalist Party have to depend on 
America for their funds, and we know 
that in America the idea and the dream 
of every Irish Nationalist is, not these 
devolution proposals of the right hon, 
Gentleman, not even a separate Parlia- 
ment with an Executive responsible 
to it, but an independent and separate 
nation. While I would be the last to 
suggest, and I do not suggest, that the 
hon. and learned Gentleman has ever said 
out of this House anything that he 
has not had the courage to say inside, 
vet at the same time it is right in this 
House to remember, and he would be the 
last to deny it, that he has to keep alive 
the spirit of his Party at home with 
constant references to those delegations 
which are sent to America, and constant 
references to what he believes, and those 
who think with him believe, will be the 
real result of the Irish movement, and 
that is not merely a separate Parliament, 
but an absolutely separate and indepen- 
dent nation. Let me say a word as to 
these proposals of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. [MINISTERIAL cheers]. I presume 
hon. Members opposite, who are so free 
with their cheers, were well acquainted 
before this evening with the nature of 
these proposals. I had not that advan- 
tage, and my knowledge of them is 
derived from listening to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s effort to explain them. 
So far as I can understand them they 
involve the handing over to this new 
Council the management and administra- 
tion of eight of the existing departments 
of Irish Government. There are some of 
these that they can do very little «rm at. 
Take for example the Congested Districts 
Board. That is a board which has been 
doing, and is doing, excellent work, and 
why it should be interfered with I cannot 
understand, That 
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board was appointed practically to 
administer a fund for charitable 
purposes. Take as another example 
the Agriculture and Technical Instruc- 
tion Department. This body is to 
be revolutionised and re-organised and 
upset in the midst of its best and 
most active work, and I cannot under- 
stand why it should be. This is a new 
department engaged in new work, and it 
is not carrying on any system which up 
to the time of its creation had existed 
And what about these Educa- 
What about the board 
entrusted with the management of 
national education? What about the 
board entrusted with the supervision of 
intermediate education in _ Ireland ? 
There is no more controversial and diffi- 
cult question that can be suggested for 


before. 
tion Boards ? 


this new Council than the control 
and management of Irish primary 
education. So difficult and _ delicate 


is that task, owing to the determina- 
tion of all classes and creeds in 
Ireland to run their schools on de- 
nominational lines, that from the very 
first it has been recognised that the only 
method by which this can be carried out 
so as to secure fair treatment for all 
creeds is to have a Board with an equal 
number of Protestant and Catholic mem- 
bers. The same thing has been done in 
the case of the Intermediate Education 
Board, and there are upon these boards 
Roman Catholic and Protestant gentle- 
men of the highest position and intelli- 
gence who give gratuitously their time and 
ability to carry on this difficult and most 
Does anyone imagine 
constitute 


delicate work. 
that the gentlemen who 
these boards will submit to being con- 
trolled in the carrying out of their 
duties by this Council? The thing is 
preposterous, and they will resign in a 
And who will you put in their 

The Roman Catholic hierarchy 


body. 
places ? 
have passed resolutions against the 
dissolution of the National Board. Are 
you now going to re-model primary 


education upon any basis that will not 
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be acceptable to the Irish Roman Catholic 
hierarchy ?_ Everyone knows that it is 
ludicrous to leave them out of the 
matter. What are you going to sub- 
stitute ? You are going to substitute a 
Council two-thirds of which will always 
be a Catholic majority over a minority 
of Protestants? There must inevitably 
be, owing to the system of registration 
and the electorate, large Roman Catholic 
majorities. [“‘Why not?”] Past ex- 
perience has shown the absolute necessity 
of having education, both primary and 
secondary, administered by boards con- 
sisting of members of both faiths. What 
reason is there for upsetting that arrange- 
ment in order to set up a board two-thirds 
of which will be able to dictate to the 
minority ? I would like to say a word 
or two about the alleged intolerant op- 
position of Irish Unionists in Ireland to 
all proposals for the amelioration of 
Irish Government. Has it ever occurred 
to hon. Gentlemen opposite who belong 
to the Nonconformist bodies to ask them- 
selves why it is that every single one of 
their co-religionists in Ireland is a 
Unionist ? Have they ever asked any 
Scottish or English commercial gentlemen 
who have gone over to reside in Ireland if 
they have ever suffered from the tyranny 
of the British Government? If they 
were asked they would tell you that they 
lived under the same laws and enjoyed 
the same freedom and liberty as they did 
in this country, and if they have ever 
had any interference with their civil or 
religious liberty it certainly did not come 
from the representatives of His Majesty’s 
Government. These considerations sug- 
gest themselves when we are asked why 
it is that we cannot entrust our civil and 
religious rights to the administration of a 
Council which will have a_perman- 
ent majority of Nationalists and of those 
who differ from us not merely in politics 
but also in religion. Hon. Gentlemen 
representing England or Scotland have 
no idea of the extent to which religion 
enters into the daily, social, and industrial 
life of Ireland. I am not saying whose 
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fault it is, and I assume that there is 
fault on both sides, but we have to face 
the fact. When the Local Government 
Bill was passed for Ireland we received 
assurances that Unionist and 
Protestant would be gladly welcomed, 
and that their services would be re- 
quisitioned in the south and west of 
Ireland. What has been the result ? 
It has now become the boast of hon. 
Gentlemen below the gangway that the 
whole scheme of local government in 
Ireland has become a Nationalist organisa- 
tion. The hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford in 1904 said that if the Govern- 
ment were to strike at their political 
organisation the work of the Nationalist 
Party would be carried on in the county 
councils and the district councils. ‘It 
has been claimed by them, and they 
are entitled to claim credit for it, that 
they have mastered and got possession of 


every 


the entire system of local government in 
Ireland for the purpose of political agita- 
tion. I am not ashamed to say it. I 
regret it, but the fact has been almost 
universal that throughout the west and 
south of Ireland men professing Unionist 
and Protestant principles have been 
rigorously excluded from any part or 


lot in the administration of local affairs. | 


Not only that, but the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy have issued declarations calling 
upon local bodies not only not to 
select any Protestants but to select only 
Roman Catholic officials of a particular 
sect. [NaTIoNALIst cries of “ No.”] 
I am stating what I know. I am speak- 
ing of what I have read, and I will give 
hon. Members a concrete case which all 
below the gangway will recognise. In the 
Claremorris District Council there was a 
vacancy for a clerk to the council. The 
local Catholic clergy met and passed a 
resolution that no man was to be ap- 
pointed unless he brought a certificate 
from his parish priest. Among the 
candidates was the brother of the Mem- 
ber for one of the divisions of Mayo, 
but because he did not bring a certifica‘e 
from his parish priest he was scouted from 
Mr. James Campbell. 


{COMMONS} 


Council, 176 


the place, and someone who had the 
imprimatur of the parish clergyman 
obtained the appointment. [A Narion- 
ALIST MEMBER: Was he a_ Protes- 
tant ?] No, he was not. I quite agree 
that they are not so exclusive as that, 
I quite agree that the boycott and 
exclusion is extended not merely to 
Protestants, but even to those of their own 
faith who differ from them in politics, I 
think hon. Members below the gangway 
are aware of that. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Iam sure that the right hon. Gentle- 
man will allow me to ask him a question. 
He made the serious statement that the 
members of the hierarchy in Ireland had 
issued appeals that no Protestant should 
be elected to district or other popularly 
elected councils. I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to give a single instance in 
which a member of the hierarchy ever 
made such a request. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL: What I did 
say was that as regards certain appoint- 
ments the hierarchy, by their pastorals 
and otherwise, had called upon people to 
act in that way. Does it make it any 
better to call upon the local authorities 
in choosing their medical officers, not 
merely to select Roman Catholics, but 
absolutely to select Roman Catholics 
educated in a particular medical school, 
not merely to the exclusion of Protestants, 
but of Roman Catholics educated in 
any medical school except the one 
they choose ? 


[The right hon. and learned Gentl>- 
man read a passage from a letter by 
the late Mr. Michael Davitt, published 
in the Freeman’s Journal in 1904, on the 
subject of Irish education, and referring 
to the interference of the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy in that as well as 
in other matters. ] 

That was the language of Mr. Michael 
Davitt, and I think I am clearly entitled 


to refer to it. I would like to say-—and I 
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am sure that hon. Members below the 
gangway will do me the justice to accept 
the statement—that all my present in- 
terests and all my future interests are 
centred in Ireland. It is not only my 
native country, but the country to 
which I am attached by affection, and I 
think hon. Members will give me credit 
for the quality of patriotism at least. 
If I thought I could find in these pro- 
posals anything that would be for the 
ultimate prosperity of the greater portion 
of the inhabitants of Ireland, I would be 
quite prepared to sacrifice any personal 
views I have on the matter and give it my 
most cordial support ; but I confess that 
I find it impossible to do that. In the 
first place there is no finality, or any 
pretence at finality, about these pro- 
posals. On the contrary, they will produce 
a war of religious and sectarian strife in 
Ireland ; because I may tell hon. Gentle- 
men opposite that these proposals will be 
considered in Ulster, as the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone said of somewhat 
similar though more exaggerated pro- 
posals, in 1893, as a matter of life and 
death. ‘“ They will fight them—” Iam 
quoting what the hon. Member said in 
1893. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: That is a long 


time ago. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL: The hon. 
Member said— 

“ They will fight them, and I will fight them 
line by line and clause by clause.” 
Well, Ulster has not changed its views 
as regards its attitude towards proposals 
of this kind. They are fraught with, 
I believe, disaster to the country, be- 
cause they will paralyse industry, for 
the best of all reasons—that they will 
deter and dismay English credit. 
[Laughter.] Those who laugh are those 
who forget very easily. They for- 
get what the effect of the introduction 
of the Home Rule proposals was on the 
money market in 1886 and 1893, and 
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| they forget what in the few months that 


have elapsed since this Bill was talked 
of has been the effect on industrial 
securities in Ireland. But as one who 
remembers these things I certainly share 
the opposition to this Bill. As I have 
said, there is absolutely no finality about 
it. It will satisfy no class or section of 
the Irish people. It will be a bitter 
disappointment to Irish Nationalists who 
have been led to believe by their organs 
and leaders that they were on the eve 
of some great settlement of the question 
of Home Rule. It will be bitterly and 
sturdily contested by Unionists in Ire- 
land for the simple reason that right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite are pledged to it not 
on its own merits, but as an instalment 
leading up to the “larger policy.” I 
noticed in the speech of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman that, while he was 
quite free to say that neither he nor his 
followers would accept it as a substitute 
for Home Rule, he was careful to abstain 
from saying that they were not prepared 
to accept it as an instalment of Home 
Rule, and as leading up to the “ larger 
policy ”—a policy which we Unionists 
believe to be prejudicial to the best 
We, therefore, 
will give it our most relentless opposi- 


tion. 


*Tue SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Repmonp Barry, 
Tyrone, N.): My apology for taking 
part in this debate to-night is the fact 
that I am connected with the Govern- 
ment of Ireland, and that I have also 
the great honour to represent a constitu- 
ency in Ulster. I am here on the part 
of my constituents to raise my voice in 
favour of the proposals contained in this 
Bill. I find it rather hard to estimate 
the exact basis of the opposition of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to the Bill. Two 
hon. Members for Ulster denounced the 
Bill as Home Rule in disguise, and two 
other Gentlemen opposite, particularly 
the Leader of the Opposition, declared 
in a notable pronouncement that under 
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no circumstances could the Bill be con- 
verted into a Home Rule Measure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: f said nothing 
of the sort. 


*Mr. REDMOND BARRY: I certainly 
understood that to be the effect of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speech. My 
right hon. friend who has just spoken 
referred to the measure as a harmless one 
or apparently as a harmless one, but, 
having a somewhat sinister cast of | 
mind, he spoke of it ‘as the result of | 
some private between the | 
Government and the National Irish | 
Members. I am astonished that my | 
right hon. friend on a great occasion like | 
this, in reference to a measure intended 


treaty 


to bring relief to Ireland, 


should | 
guide his actions solely by reference to 


some supposed treaty or arrangement 
existing between the Government and 
the Nationalist Members. On the part | 
of the Government I may tell my right | 
hon. friend that that apprehension, if | 
entertained by him, has no} 
measure 


really 
foundation in fact. This 
is presented to the acceptance of the 
House solely on its own merits, and | 
not because of any private arrange- | 
ment between the Nationalist Members | 
and the Government. What is proposed | 
by the measure ? It proposes to deal with 
eight Departments which are closely | 
identified with the administration of the | 
It places these 


government of Ireland. 
Departments under the control of a Coun- 
cil most of the members of which are to 
be elected and some nominated by the 
Lord-Lieutenant. It involves no legis- ! 
lative proposals. There is not a single 
provision in the Bill under which the 
Council established under it will have 
authority to pass a law, great or small. 
It is a Bill purely administrative in its 


scope. I ask my right hon. friend with | 
what sense of responsibility he can 


then get up and say that the passing of 

such a Bill will inaugurate religious | 

strife in Ireland? T shall not answer an | 
Mr. Redmond Barry. 
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argument of that kind, and I am sorry 
that my right hon. friend should have 
been the person to introduce the element 
of religious dissension and discord into 
the debate. I should have thought that 
the House had become weary of arguments 
of that kind. How does the Bill touch 
religion or in any way endanger the fate 


| of any faith orcreed in Ireland? [Oppost- 


TION cries of ‘‘ Oh, oh,’’] Speaking as an 
Irishman and as a Catholic, I feel that 
it is a humiliating thing that, forsooth, 
my right hon. friend should suggest that 
if a measure of this kind is passed, with 
in twenty-four hours you would have the 
members of the various creeds in Ireland 
practically at each others’ throats. We 
who live in Ireland and know it appreciate 
the hollowness of that argument. We 
know that there is no foundation for it, and 
it is humiliating to find such arguments 
advanced in this House by hon. Gentle- 
men from Ireland. The proposal of the 
Government aims at no class. Its sole 
object is to bring the Irish people into 
touch with the government of the 
country, to collect the powers of the 


various Departments and bring them 


under the control of a representative 
Council of which however tweny-four 
members will be nominated. Itis our wish 
to give the people confidence in and 
respect forthe Government of the country, 
and to inspire them with a_ respect 
for the administration which, unfortu- 
nately, does not at present exist. Is not 
My right hon. 
friend suggested that the minority which 
exists in Ireland will find no representa- 
tion on the Council. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL: I never 
suggested that they would have no repre- 
sentation ; but I said that they would be 


in a permanent minority. 


*Mr. REDMOND BARRY: In a 
permanent minority! That is due to a 
circumstance over which the Govern- 
ment has no control. It is an extra- 
ordinary ground of complaint against 
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either the government or the people of 
Ireland that, in the case of a people 
among whom Catholics are in a large 
preponderance they will find in an 
elected body in the ordinary course 
of things more Catholics than Protestants. 
I entirely dispute and repudiate the 
idea that the people of Ireland will 
elect their representatives to  repre- 
sentative councils only on the view that 
the men are Catholics or Protestants. 
My belief is that the people will elect 
their representatives apart from ques- 
tions of creed, and solely by reference 
to their opinion on the great public 
questions of the day. [Opposition Cries 
of “Oh, oh.”] In order to meet the 
apprehension of my right hon. friend 
opposite, a provision has been intro- 
duced into the Bill which I should have 
thought would have given satisfaction 
to him, namely, the introduction into 
the Council of twenty-four nominated 
myself to-night noticed 
declara- 


members. [ 
with great pleasure the 
tion which the hon. Member for Water- 
ford made as to his acquiscence with 
regard to the nominated 
this Council. He 
speaking on behalf of the great majority 
of representatives of Ireland, to submit 
to any provision in this Bill the object 
of which would be to secure the repre- 
sentation of the Unionist minority on 
the Council. That I should have thought 
might have been received with satisfac- 
tion by hon. Gentlemen opposite ; 
but what is their answer? My right 
hon. friend spoke for half an hour before 
he came to consider the proposals of 
the Bill. His speech lasted half an 
hour more and left the proposals on 
one side. What part of the Bill does 
he object to? Does he suggest that 
there is no need for reform in Ireland? 
I do not understand that he takes that 
view. Without pressing the point that 
they contemplated any particular scheme, 
the right hon. Gentleman and _ his 
friends did apparently meditate some 
reform in the government of Ireland. My 


was quite ready, 
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right hon. friend could scarcely deny 
that the need exists. The Government 
believe it exists, and come forward with 
this proposal to meet astate of affairs 
in Dublin which in their view 
demands some measure of this sort. 
What is the answer to it all? The sole 
answer my right hon. friend is able to 
make is founded on distrust on his part— 
rooted and permanent distrust of the 
people in Ireland. He looks forward to 
no future time, to no period when it will 
be safe to pass some such measure as 
this. He cannot tell us whether in forty 
or fifty years the state of Ireland 
will justify such a measure. He has 
no hope now or in the future whether 
such a Bill as this can be given to the 
people of Ireland without the danger of 
the power being abused. We take no such 
We believe the time is ripe for 
this measure; that this is a measure 
which no rational man can object to. 
It admits the people to a share in the 
administration of the country by giving 
them control over the eight departments 
specified. The power of action in certain 
cases reserved to the Lord-Lieutenant is 
designed merely to meet the case of a 
deadlock. The Government, while not 
absolutely committed to the form of the 
proposal, make it in the interest of the 
public service, and to prevent the public 
business from coming to a_ standstill. 
These are practically the important 


view. 


features of the Bill which we com- 
mend to the acceptance of the 
House. I do not believe when the 


House comes to consider it on its merits 
it will take the view that some hon. 
Members suggest. We believe it will 
be seen to be a moderate proposal to 


deal with a _ grievance admittedly 
existing in Ireland. I believe that 


when those whom the hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Member for Water- 
ford specially represents come to 
consider this Bill calmly and quietly 
they will welcome it and will see in it 
proposals that will afford Irishmen a 


future career and an opportunity of 
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taking a useful part in the go¥ernment 
of their own country, thereby ac- 
quiring that moral improvement which 
results from the exercise of government. 
They will see in it also proposals that 
will go some way, at least, to relieve 
Ireland has 


the burden under which 


too long suffered 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8.): I 
am sure we all welcome the appearance 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman, and 
we realise that, whatever we may think 
of his defence of this Bill, he has abun- 
dantly realised the expectations we have 
formed as to the part he would take in our 
debates. But so far in this debate we 
have had no answer even from the hon. 
and learned Gentleman to the questions 
put from this side of the House with regard 
to this measure. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman has contented himself with 
attacking my right hon. and learned friend 


the Member for Dublin University, and 


in stating in broad and general terms what | 


is the object of this measure. We are 
not concerned with the object of the 
Government or the object of the measure. 
What we are concerned with is, Are the 
methods by which the Government seek 
to attain their object likely to be in the 
The hon. 


and learned Gentleman has found great 


smallest degree successful ? 


fault with my right hon. and learned 
friend because he made reference to possi- 
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ble religious controversies, and he asked | 


what is there in this Bill 


possibly lead to religious controversy. | 


which can | 


Well, the hon. Member for Armagh has | 


asked a question of first-rate importance, | 


and the debates on this stage of the Bill 


cannot close, and ought not to close 


until that question has been answered. | 


What was the legacy left by the late | 


What 


Chief Secretary to his successor ? 


Mr. Redmond barry. 
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was the last speech he made before he left 
Ireland to go to America? It wasa 
speech in which he declared what was 
to be the policy of the Government in 
regard to University education in Ireland, 
My hon. and learned friend very properly 
asked, Will the powers in regard to educa- 
tion that the Government are going to con- 
fer upon this new body apply also to 
higher education, and will they enable 
the Council 


to set up a University 


or not 2 No answer has been made, and 


the hon. and learned Gentleman  con- 
tented himself with asking what is there 
in this Bill which can 


religious controversy ? 


possibly raise 
I answer at once 
that there is this proposal to alter and 
control the education of Ireland, for we 
do not know whether these proposals 
[ Mr. 
BrRRELL was understood to say that they 
did not.] In that case, all that the new 
body will be able to do will be to deal 


with elementary and intermediate educa- 


relate to higher education as well. 


tion. 
Mr. BIRRELL: That will absorb all 


the money they have got. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : That is exactly 
the point. We have asked, in regard to 
higher education, whether it will be 
possible out of these funds to make such 
changes in the administration as_ will 
enable them to set by money to be applied 
to a particular purpose, and the right hon. 
Gentleman’s answer is that all the money 
allowed to this body will be taken up by 
the work they have now to perform. 
Then what is the greatness of this change, 
and where is the great trust in the people 
of Ireland ? 


question, the most important change 


Apart from the education 


made by the Bill is the transfer to the 


new Council of the work now done by the 
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Chief Secretary and heads of the depart- 
ments in Ireland, and I take it that the 
whole of the Civil servants of Ireland, 
many of whom the right hon. Gentleman 
has had in eloquent terms to defend 
against attacks made upon them by 
hon. Gentlemen below the gangway, are 
to be handed over to this National 
Council. The right hon. Gentleman said, 


“We reserve to them their rights in 


regard to pension; we protect them, as 
they have been protected before, under 
Local Acts.” 
in the speech of the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford 


Government 


there was a 
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Education Department, appoint a_per- 
manent official with whom the Council, 
when it comes into existence, will find 
itself so dissatisfied that it will be com- 
pelled at once to remove him. That is a 
bad omen for the public work that is to be 
done by this council, and it holds out a 
poor prospect for these Civil servants, 


against whom it is an act of gross in- 








justice to transfer them to those who have 


| never concealed their hostility towards 


| 
‘| them. 
Yes, but | 


| Mr. Brrrevt rose in his place, and 


| claimed to move, “ That the Question be 





remark pregnant of possible results for 


the Civil servants. 


the full responsibility of the Leader of | 
the Nationalist Party, warned the Gov- 


ernment that they must not, in this new | 121. 
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Dewar, Arthur(Edinburgh,S.) 
Dewar,JohnA.(Inverness-sh. 
Dickson-Poynder,SirJohn P. 
Dillon, John 

Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan,C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
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Dunn, A. Edward(Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E.Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gardner,Col. Alan(Hereford,S. 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, RtHnHerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood,G.( Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harmsworth, Cecil B.(Wore’r) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazelton, Richard 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Herbert T. Arnold( Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman (Somers’t,N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
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Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Perey H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kettle, Thomas Michael 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
King, AlfredJohn( Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, EdmundG.(Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea, HughCecil(S. Pancras, E.) 
Leese,SirJ osephF.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Macpherson, J. T. 

Mac Veagh,Jeremiah(Down,S. 
Mac Veigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M, 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna,Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon(Lanuceston 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
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Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


| Morrell, Philip 
| Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 


Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 


| Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
| Nolan, Joseph 


Norman, Sir Henry 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal,(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James (Wickiow,W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, Philip 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N, 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson.SirW. D.(Colchester) 
Pearson, W.H.M (Suffolk, Eye) 
Philipps.Col. [vor(S’tham pton) 
Philipps.J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Philips, OwenC.( Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, RobertJ ohn( Norfolk, E.) 


| Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
| Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E. 


Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 
Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell(Scarboro’ 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 
Renton, Major Leslie 

Richard, Thomas(W.Monm’ th 
Richards,T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 
Roberts,Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts,John H.(Denbighs.) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott (Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J.M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J 
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Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Searisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, SirC. E.(Manchester) 
Scott, A.H.(AshtonunderLyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 

Shaw,Charles Edw.(Stafford) 

Shaw, Rt. Hon.T.( Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 

Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 

Smyth, ThomasF.(Leitrim,S.) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. ) 

Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 

Stewart-Smith, D.( Kendal) 

Strachey, Sir Edward 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHnA.J.(City Lond.) 
Banbury, Sir FrederickGeorge 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring,Capt. Hn.G.( Winchester 
Barrie, H.T.(Londonderry,N.) 
Beach, Hn. MichaelHughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Sowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, Sir William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
‘ampbell, Rt.Hon. J.H.M. 
‘arlile, E. Hildred 

‘arson, Rt.Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘astlereagh, Viscount 

‘ave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P.Joicey- 
Cecil, LordR.( Marylebone, E.) 
Clark,GeorgeSmith(Belfast,N. 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down,North) 
Courthope, G. Lo 


~~ To 





Craig,CurtisCharles( Antrim,S. 
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Straus, B. 8. (Mile End) { 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T, 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, TheodoreC.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant,SirEdward(Salisbury 
Tennant, H..J.( Berwickshire) 
Thomas,SirA.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr | 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson_J.W.H.(Somers’t, E. 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelvan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 
Walton,SirJohn L.( Leeds,S. ) 
Ward, John(StokeuponTrent 
Ward, W. Dudley(Southampton | 


| Wardle, George J. 


Waring, Walter 

Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 


NOES. 


Craig,CaptainJames( Down, E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 
Duncan, Robert( Lanark,Govan | 
Faber, George Denison( York) 
Faber,Capt. W. V.(Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Gordon, J. 

Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 
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Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 


| Whitbread, Howard 
| White, George (Norfolk) 


White, J.D.(Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whitley, John Henry( Halifax) 
Whittaker,SirlhomasPalmer 


| Wiles, Thomas 


Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Llewelyn-Carmarth’n 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 


| Wills, Arthur Walters 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


Wilson,J.H.(Middlesbrough) 

Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


| Winfrey, R. 


Wodehouse, Lord 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Dublin,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W. 
Magnus Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip, A. 
Nicholson, Wm.G.( Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


| Parker,SirGilbert(Gravesend) 


Hervey,F. W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds | 


Hill, Sir Clement(Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.SirJohnH. 
Keynon-Slaney,Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Liddell, Henry 
Lockwood,RtHn. Lt.-Col. A.B. 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, JohnFrederickPeel 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 


| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


i 


Rutherford, W. W.(Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sheffield,SirBerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abe, H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, F. E.( Liverpool, Walton) 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D.(Strand) 
Stanley,Hon.Arthu (Ormskirk 
Starkey, John Kh. 
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Staveley-Hill,Henry (Staff’sh. 
Talbot, Lord FE. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walker,Col. W.H.(Lancashire) 


Question put accordingly. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | 


; Cameron, Robert 


Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton ’; 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. ) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

3eauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn,SirJ.Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 
Bethell,SirJ.H.(Essex,Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bottomley, Horatio 
Bowerman, C. W. 

3race, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

sranch, James 

Brigg, John 

sright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lancs.. Leigh) 
Brunner, Rt HnSirJ.T(Cheshire 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
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Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


Wilson, A.Stanley( York. E.R.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


{ 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) | 
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Younger, George 
TELLERS FOR THE Noes.—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 416 ; Noes, 


121. 


AYES. 
Byles, William Pollard 


Carr-Gomm, H. W. 


| Causton,Rt.Hn. RichardKnight 


Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


| Clancy, John Joseph 


Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 
Coats,SirT.Glen(Renfrew,W. ) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirW m.J.(S. Pancras, W. 


| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
| Cooper, G. J. 


~~ mn 


‘orbett, CH(Sussex,E.Grinst’d) 
‘ornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

‘otton, Sir H. J. S. 

‘owan, W. H. 

‘ox, Harold 


Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) | 


Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David( MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 

Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 


| Donelan, Captain A. 


Duckworth, James 


| Duffy, William J. 


Duncan,C.( Barrow-in- Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin(Walsal! 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


(Division List No. 162.) 


Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 


| Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
| Ffrench, Peter 


Field, William 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner,Col. Alan (Hereford, S.) 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone,Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 


| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
| Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 


Harrington, Timothy 

Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,.J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon..,S.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 


| Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
| Hodge, John 


Hogan, Michael 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 


| Holland, Sir William Henry 
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Holt, Richard Durning 

Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N, 

Horniman, Emslie John 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

[llingworth, Perey H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 

Jones,Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea) 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 

Kettle, Thomas Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 

Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 

Leese Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 

Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich 

Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral!) 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 

Mackarness, Frederic C. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 

MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 

Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

Marks,G.Croydon( Launceston ) | 

Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 

Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. | 
| 
| 


Meagher, Michael 
Meehan, Patrick A. 
Menzies, Walter | 


VOL. CLXXIV. 


| Micklem, Nathaniel 
| Molteno, Perey Alport 


| Murphy. John 


| Murray, James 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
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Mond, A. 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 


| Mooney, J. J. 
| Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 


Morrell, Philip 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murnaghan, George 


Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Sir Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. ) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, Philip 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Donneil, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

Grady, J. 

O'Hare, Patrick 

O’ Kelly, James/Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 


| Parker, James (Halifax) 


Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson,SirW.D. (Colchester) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Philipps,Col.Ivor(S’thampton) 
Philipps, J.Wynford( Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Price, ©. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) | 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E.) 


| Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 


Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford. E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 


| Rainy, A. Rolland 


Raphael, Herbert H. 


| Rea, Russel! (Gloucester) 
| Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 


Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 

| Rees, J. D. 

| Rendall, Athelstan 


Richards, Thomas({W.Monm’th) 


| Richards, T.F.( Wolverh’mpt’n | 


Richardson, A. 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 


Robertson,SirG.Scott( Bradf'rd | 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
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Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


Council. 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Searisbrick, T. T. L. 


Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 


| Schwann,SirC. E.( Manchester) 


Seott,A.H.(Ashton-under- Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 


| Seaverns, J. H. 


Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, James Arthur 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 


| Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 


Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim S.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 


| Stanger, H. Y. 


Stanley Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant,SirEdward(Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,SirA.(Glamorgan, E.) 


| Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
| Thomasson Franklin 


Thompson,J.W.H(Somerset, E 
Tomkinson, James 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 


| Walters, John Tudor 


Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 


| Ward,John (Stoke-upon-Trent) 


Ward, W. Dudley(Southampt’n) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay il ys 


| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D.S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
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Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J.D.(Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, JohnHenry(Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alex ander 


Adjournment 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Balearres, Lord 
jalfour, Rt Hn. A.J(CityLond.) 
Banbury,Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G(Winchester 
Barrie, H.'T.(Londonderry, N.) 
Beach, Hn. MichaelHughHicks 
Beckett, Hon, Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Sull, Sir William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Carson, Rt.Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt.Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil,Lord R.(Marylebone, E.) 
Clark,George Smith(Belfast,N.) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos.H.A. E. 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cory, Clifford John 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,CharlesCurtis(Antrim.S. 
Craig,CaptainJames(Down,E. ) 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Birrell, Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, 


Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
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Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarthn | 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) | 
Wills, Arthur Walters | 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) | 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) ! 


NOES. 


Duncan, Robert(Lanark, Govan 
Faber, George Denison (Yorl:) 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. 8S. 

Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Gordon, J 

Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence(K’nt, Ashf’rd 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.( B’ryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Keswick. William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants, Fareham 
Liddell, Henry 

Lockwood,Rt Hn. Lt- Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham) 
Long, RtHn. Walter( Oublin,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 


Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland. 


IRISH COUNCIL BILL. 


“To provide for the 


and Functions of an 


Council in Ireland; and for other pur- | 


poses connected therewith,” 


Ystablishment 


Administrative 
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Winfrey, R. 
Wodehouse, Lord 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Young, Samuel 


| Yoxhall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, Wm.G.(Petersfield ) 
Nield, Herbert 

O Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend ) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

tandles, Sir John Scurrah 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Jawlinson,JohnFrederick Pee] 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
2utherford, John (Lancashire) 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoc]) 


| Salter, Arthur Clavell 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sheffield. Sir Berkel yl yeorge D. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 


| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur(Ormski |; 
Starkey, John R. 


Staveley-Hill, Henry (Staif’sh.) 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark: ) 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
| Turnour, Viscount 


| Walker,Col. W. H. (Lancashire) 


Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Woilif, Gustav Wilhelm 
| Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoES —“ir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


accordingly, and read the first time; to 


be read a second time To-morrow, and 


[Bill 182.] 


And, it being half-past Eleven of the 


presented | 


Clock, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House 
without Question put, pursuant to the 
Standing Order. 


Adjourned at half after Eleven 


o'clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 

= the following Bills have been complied 


= with :—Education Board Provisional 
= Order Confirmation (London No. 2) } 
(u.L.]; Worthing Gas. 


Also the Certificate that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following 
‘= Bill:—Pasley Children Legitimisation— 
= Petition for a Bill. 


evision by the 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


indicates 4 


Brecon and Merthyr Tydvil Junction 
= Railway Bill; Great Yarmouth Port and 
- Haven Bill.—Brought from the Commons, 
read 1°, and referred to the Examiners. 


Spe 


Tynemouth Corporation (Water) Bill 
[u.L.].—Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. 


Hull and Barnsley Railway Bill.— 
Read 2%, and committed; the Com- 
© mittee to be proposed by the Committée 
of Selection. 


ynmencement of a 


Taff Vale Railway Bill.—Read 2°, and 
committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


* 


(*) at the 


Asterisk 


London and North-Western Railway 
_ (Superannuation Fund) Bill.—Read 2°, 


> 


> and committed for Tuesday next. 


Grays and Tilbury Gas Bill.—Read 2a. 


and committed. 


Swansea Harbour Bill.—Read 2°, and 
committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill : 
South-Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill; Plymouth 
and North Devon Direct Railway (Aban- 


VOL. CLXXIV. [FourtH Series. } 
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| donment) Bill ; Brockenhurst Gas Bill.— 
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Read 2*, and committed. 


Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynamman 
Railway Bill.—Read 2*, and committed ; 
The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


United Methodist Church Bill [#.1.].— 
Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 


| Commons. 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lanca- 
shire Water Board Bill [x.L.].—Read 3+: 
Amendments made; _ Bill passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 
poration Bill [#.1.]; Great Yarmout! 
Waterworks and Lowestoft Water and 
Gas Bill [H.L.]; Selsey Water Bill [#.1.]. 
—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 
3ill.— Read 3, and 


Falmouth Gas 


passed. 


Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas 
Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

JUDICIAL STATISTICS, ENGLAND AND 
WALES, 1905 (PART IL), CIVIL 
JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 

Statistics relating to the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council, the 
House of Lords, the Supreme Court of 
Judicature, County Courts, and other 
Civil Courts, edited by Sir John Mac- 
donell, C.B., LL.D., a Master of the 
Supreme Court: presented (by Com- 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


JOURNAL COMMITTEE. 

Report from, that the One hundred 
and thirty-eighth Volume of the Journals 
(6th Edward VII., 1906), with an Index, 
was ready for delivery ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table ; and the said Volunie 
ordered to be delivered in the 
manner as the preceding Volumes of the 
Journals have been delivered. 


H 


same 
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MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACTS - 
AMMENDMENT BILL [u.1.]. 
[Seconp READING. ] 

Order of the Day forthe Second Read- 
ing read. ; 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (Lorp 
Loresurn): My Lords, this Bill, which 
has already passed through your Lordships 
House, was first introduced by the late 
Ministry, and therefore stands well 
accredited. Its object is to amend the 
Matrimonial Causes Acts, 1857 and 1866, 
by extending the powers of the Court in 
relation to maintenance and alimony, 
and it gives leave to intervene to persons 
whose conduct is in question in the 
Divorce Court, but who are not now able 
to intervene. Ihave no doubt these pro- 
visions will commend themselves to your 
Lordships, and I beg to move that the 
Bill be read a Second time. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2*.”"—(The Lord Chancellor). 


THe Eart or HALSBURY: My 
Lords, I hope your Lordships will assent 
to the Motion which has just been moved 
by my noble and learned friend. The Bil! 
was originally introduced by myself in 
its present form, and I think no one will 
doubt the propriety of its provisions ; 
but the drafting of the measure is open 
to improvement. I make that criticism 
the more freely because I have been 
responsible for the Bill in its present form, 
but I think it is inconvenient not to be 
able to see on the face of the Bill what 
it does. I hope that when the Bill gets 
into Committee my noble and learned 
friend on the Woolsack will permit its 
original author to amend the drafting. 


4 


THe Lorp CHANCELLOR: Nothing 
will give me greater pleasure than to 
accept any Amendment the noble and 
learned Earl may move with the object 
of improving the drafting of the Bill. I 
agree with him that it is important to 
introduce into statutes the plainest and 
simplest language, and that we should as 
much as possible avoid legislation by 
reference. 


On Question, Bill read 24, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


MONS} 
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PRIZE COURTS BILL [u.1.] 
[SEconD REApING.] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, thisis a Bill in the same category 
as the last one. It was originally intro- 
duced by our predecessors, and it has 
already passed through vour Lordships’ 
House. The sole purpose of the measure 
is to allow captains of ships at sea to take 
evidence on board ship for any purpose 
relating to proceedings in a Prize Court. 
I beg to move the Second Reading. 





Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2°, 
—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and cona- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five o'clock 
to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 8th May, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 


Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill, “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Chelmsford and Mer- 
thyr Tydvil,” presented by Dr. Mae- 
namara ; supported by Mr. Burns ; read 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Kixaminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. {Bill 183.] 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill, “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Hertford, the Goole 
Joint Hospital District, and the Oaken- 
gates and Dawley Joint Water Board,” 
presented by Dr. Macnamara ; supported 
by Mr. Burns ; read the first time ; to be 
referred to the ‘Examiners of Petitions 





to 


)0 
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for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 184.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill, “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Bradford (Yorks), 
Northampton, and Wigan,” presented by 
Dr. Macnamara; supported by Mr. 
Burns ; read the first time; to be re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 185.) 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Bill, reported, with Amendments [Title 
amended]; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROVISIONS) BILL. 
Petition from Lambeth, for alteration 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
Petition from Hamilton, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTION) BILL. 
Petition from Lambeth, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Perth, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petition against; from Frogmore ; 
Hoxton; Skirbeck ; and Small Heath ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF 
MAINTENANCE). 

Petition from Monmouth, for legis- 

lation ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY. 
Petition from Coleford, for prohibition ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
SECONDARY ENDOWED SCHOOLS 
(SCHEMES). 
Petition from Worcester, for inquiry ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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VACCINATION ACTS. 
Petition from the Personal Rights 


Association, for repeal ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CULLEGE CHARTER ACT, 1871 (COLLEGE 
OF SCIENCE AT SOUTH KENSING- 
TON). 
Paper [presented 7th May] to be 
printed. |No. 141.] 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND 
WALES.) 

Copy presented, of Judicial Statistics 

for England and Wales, 1905. Part II. 

(Civil Judicial Statistics), edited by Sir 


| John Macdonnell, C.B., LL.D., Master 


of the Supreme Court [by Command] ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES.) 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3777 and 3778 [by Command]; to lie 


upon the Table. 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 





Capital Expediture by Local Education 
Authorities. 

Mr. ARMITAGE (Leeds, Central): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Education what is the total capital 
expenditure of local education authorities, 
including that spent by school boards, on 
the provision of public elementary 
schools from the coming into operation 
of the Education Act, 1870, down to the 
end of the last financial year; what 
amount was owing by local education 
authorities under this head at the 
commencement of the last financial year ; 
and what was the amount paid by local 
education authorities during that year 
for interest and for sinking funds respec- 
tively on such indebtedness. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) Complete 
figures for total capital expenditure on 
the provision of public elementary 
schools are not avaliable, but the amount 
of loans for the provision of public 
elementary schools sanctioned to school 
boards since 1870 was £48,764,481 10s, 2d., 


H 2 
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and to local education authorities | 
under the Education Act, 1902, to | 


31st March, 1906, £4,437,035, together 
amounting to £53,201,516 10s. 2d. 


The | 


loans outstanding on 31st March, 1905, | 
amounted to £35,878,591 12s. 1ld. and | 


the payments in respect of loans for the 
year ending 3lst March, 1905, to 

2,210,964. The figures for outstanding 
loans and for payments in respect of 
loans for the year ended 31st March, 
1906, are not yet available. 


Salaries of Irish School Teachers. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland can he state the 
number of teachers who entered the 
service of the National Board since Ist 
April, 1900, who are in charge of schools 
with averages under sixty, and are paid 
a higher salary than £70 per annum 
(exclusive of residual capitation grant or 
results for Irish or mathematics); and 
whether he can state the reasons assigned 
by the Commissioners for paying these 
teachers this higher rate of salary. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 
missioners of National Education inform 


(Questions. 204 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man.) Yes, it will be introduced next 
Monday under the ten minutes rule. 


Telegraphists and Clerical Duties. 
Mr. A. DEWAR (Edinburgh, S.): 


| To ask the Postmaster-General whether 


| he has issued a general instruction that 
| telegraphists are to be given opportunities 


to acquire a knowledge of clerical duties 
that are usually performed by senior 
telegraphists or overseers ; and whether 
he will direct that at Edinburgh steps 
should be taken to institute a rotary 
system in accordance with his expressed 
desire. 


(Answered by Mr. Buston.) 
After giving careful consideration to the 
question, I have decided that the system 
of employing sorting clerks and _ tele- 


Sydne y 


| graphists in rotation upon the simpler 


The Com- | 


me that there are twelve such teachers | 


* as are referred to in the Question. In 
three cases the salaries include bonuses 
of £9 each, which the 


the Irish Education Act of 1892 while 
serving as assistant teachers. In one 
case the teacher was granted the special 
salary on account of a previous service of 
nearly twelve years in England. In 
three cases the teachers had served as 
substitute teachers prior to Ist April, 
1900, and were allowed credit for this 
service when their salaries were fixed on 
permanent appointment. In the remain- 
ing cases the strict application of the 
rules regarding salaries in force in 
1901-2 would, in the judgment of the 
Commissioners, have operated inequit- 
ably, and these and similar cases were, 
under the powers then possessed by the 
Board, specially considered. 


Scottish Valuation Bill—Date of 
Introduction. 


teachers were | _ , Te ade 
eranted under the Fourth Schedule to |ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
| whether he will 


writing duties referred to should be 
extended so far as existing conditions 
and arrangements will allow. Steps will 
be taken in this direction at Edinburgh, 
as at other offices, but the arrangements 
which it will be practicable to adopt will 
vary in different cases. 


Pay of Established Chargemen of 
Labourers in Portsmouth Dockyard. 


Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth): To 


state how many esta- 


blished chargemen of labourers there 


| were altogether on the 23rd April in the 


|rate of pay. 
| received the maximum 


Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) : | 


To ask the Prime Minister if he can 
state whether the Valuation Bill for 
Scotland will be introduced before the 
Witsuntide Recess. 


constructive department of Portsmouth 
Dockyard, and how many of these were 
receiving the maximum rate of pay, 
and the dates when they received such 
maximum rate; whether he will give 
similar information with respect to hired 
chargemen of labourers ; and whether 
there have been any additions or 
variations since the 23rd April. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
On the 23rd April there were three 
established chargemen of labourers in the 
constructive department at Portsmouth, 
all of whom were receiving the maximum 
The dates on which they 
rates were Ist 
March, 1897, 10th July, 1897, and Ist 
April, 1905, respectively. At the same 
time there were three hired chargemen 
of labourers borne in that department, 
none of whom were in receipt of the 
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maximum rate of pay. No additions or 
variations have been made since the 
23rd April. 


Arterial Drainage Commission—Issue of 
Appendix to Report. 


Mr. DELANY § (Queen’s 
Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
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| the greater part of their tees if his Bill 
| passes into law. 


County, | 


the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland can he | 


say when the Appendix to the Report of 
the Arterial Drainage Commission will 
be issued, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Ap- 
pendix to the Report of this Commission 
was laid upon the Table on the 2nd 
instant, and I understand that His 
Majesty’s Stationery Ottice will be in a 
position to circulate copies in the course 
of next week. 


Foreign Legislation on Gambling in 

in Options and Futures. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the Texas 
Legislature has recently passed an anti- 
option Bill which absolutely prohibits 
trading in cotton futures; and that 
Tennessee, Mississippi, and Louisiana are 
the only States in which such legis- 
lation has not been passed ; and whether, 
under the circumstances, he will take 
steps to obtain full information on this 


recent legislation in the United States of | 
| Payment of Income-tax by Co-operative 


America from His Majesty’s representa- 
tives abroad, and issue the same for 
the benefit of both Houses as a Supple- 
mentary Parliamentary Paper to the one 
just issued on the Reports of the 
Canadian Government and His Majesty’s 
representatives abroad on legislative 
measures respecting gambling in option 
and future contracts as regards food- 
stuffs. 


(Answered by Mr. Kearley.) 1 will en- 
deavour to obtain information with regard 
to recent legislation on this subject in 


each of the United States and to issue | 


it in the form of a Return. 


Vaccination Bill—Compensation to 
Vaccination Officers. 

Sin WILLIAM BULL 
smith) : 
Local Government Board what provision 
he proposes to make for the compensation 
of the vaccination ofiicers, who will lose 


(Hammer- 


To ask the President of the | 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) I do 
not propose to make provision on this 
subject in the Bill. 


The National Physical Laboratory 
Inquiry Committee. 

Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that distrust of 
the Committee now inquiring into the 
management of the National Physical 
Laboratory, on the ground that two of 
its members are also members of the 
executive of the laboratory, has been ex- 
pressed and has received no_ public 
contradiction ; and will he give effect to 
the same and allay the anxiety created by 
the competition of an institution receiving 
a Government subsidy with private and 
professional interests in making com- 
mercial tests. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I have 
already informed the honourable Member, 
in reply to two previous Questions, that 
[ see no grounds for the distrust to which 
he refers; and I have also expressed the 
opinion that the composition of the Com- 
mittee should command the confidence of 
all impartially-minded persons. To these 
replies I have nothing to add. 


Trading Societies. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, whether he is aware of 
the partial or total freedom from assess- 
ment to income-tax of limited liability, 
joint stock, Civil Service, Army and 
Navy, and co-operative societies ; whether 
he will adopt the scheme as submitted by 
the Central Agency, Traders Defence 
Associations, for the assessment of In- 
come Tax of these bodies, seeing that the 
Income Tax Committee admitted that, 
if put into operation, it would bring in 
about two millions sterling annually to 
the Treasury ; and whether, in the event 
of his not adopting the scheme, he will 
appoint a Committee of the House of 
Commons to inquire fully into this 
matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) Societies 
like the Civil Service and the Army and 
Navy Stores, and other limited liability 
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and joint stock co-operative societies 
(so-called), are directly assessed to in- 
come-tax on their proits just like other 
trading companies. The exemption from 
direct assessment is confined to industrial 
co-operative societies registered under the 
Industrial and Provident Societies Act. 
This was very fully considered by the late 
Lord Ritchie's Committee in 1905 (see 
paragraphs 130-140 of their Report [Cd. 
2575]), and they came to the conclusion 
that no case was made out for altering the 
law. I see no reason for any further in- 
quiry. The scheme of the Central Agency 
of the Traders Defence Associations was 
for the imposition of a special tax, assessed 
on a different basis from the income-tax, 
upon these associations. [I am not aware 
that this drastic suggestion has received 
support from anyone except from its own 
authors. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Obsolete War Ships. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
what were the original prices of the two 
war vessels last sold from the Holy Loch, 
when were they built, and what prices 
they have now brought ; whether he will 
consider whether better figures could be 
obtained if no condition was attached 
insisting on the breaking up of the vessels ; 
and if he will take steps to alter this 
condition. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Epmtunp Ropertson, 
Dundee): The ships to which my hon. 
friend refers are the “Conqueror” and 
‘*Undaunted.” The * Conqueror” was 
completed in 1886 at a cost of £401,991, 
and fetched £16,800. The “ Undaunted ” 
was completed in 1889 at a cost of 
£273,737, and fetched £14,400. The 
question of the conditions of sale, which 
is not merely a question of finance, is 
under consideration. 


Army Stores for South Africa. 

Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) ; 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state the value and descrip- 
tion of the principal items of supplies and 
stores sent to South Africa in 1906 for the 
use or consumption of the military forces 
stationed there ; and how much of these 
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| were purchased in the United Kingdom 
and foreign countries respectively. 


| THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
| WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) : The 
| following figures show the value of the 
| principal supplies sent to South Africa 
for the year ending 31st March, 1906 :— 
Purchased in the United Kingdom— 
| provisions, £19,281 ; disinfectants, £157 ; 
fuel and light, £2,260; forage, £10,844, 
In addition to the above, £2,288 and 
£4,345 were expended in british Colonies 
‘and foreign countries respectively for 
preserved meat. As regards warlike 
stores sent to South Africa as dis- 
tinguished from supplies, the value could 
perhaps be ascertained, but it would 
be impossible to trace their origin. 


Mr. REMNANT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can state 
the value of the principal items of stores 
and supplies purchased in 1906 in South 
Africa for the use or consumption of the 
military forces stationed there ; and how 
much of these stores or supplies were 
obtained in South Africa or were im- 
ported. 


Mr. HALDANE: These figures could 
oniy be obtained by a reference to South 
Africa. Their collection would, I am 
afraid, entail much labour. 


Army Billets. 

Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for Wat 
whether it is the intention of the Wat 
Oftice that innkeepers should be required 
to provide billets for more men and 
horses than their premises can accom- 
modate, being thereby compelled to pro- 
cure accommodation on other premises at 
a financial loss to themselves ; and whethe1 
he will issue instructions that in future 
no person shall be required to provide 
greater accommodation than his premises 
afford. 


Mr. HALDANE: The allocation of 
the numbers of horses and men to billets 
does not rest with the military authorities, 
but with the local police authorities. 


Conversion of Rifles. 
Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War by what date 
it is expected that the conversion of the 
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44,000 rifles for which a sum has been 
taken in the Estimates for 1907-8 will 
be completed. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is hoped to com- 
plete the conversion of these rifles by the 
end of the financial year. 


Disturbances in Eastern Bengal. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he can make any statement 
to the House regarding disturbances 
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| Government of India were unanimously 
| of opinion that immediate action was 
| necessary, and the warrants were accord- 
| ingly issued yesterday. J may explain 
that deportation does not mean in this 
| case deportation from India, but from one 
province to another. 


| 

| Sm H. COTTON: Will the right 
| hon. Gentleman give the names of the 
two persons against whom warrants have 
| been issued ? 


reported in the Mymensingh district, and | 


in other parts of Eastern Bengal ; and. | 


whether he can give an assurance that the 
local authorities are co-operating with the 
leaders of both communities in restoring 
those friendly feelings between Hindus 
and Mahomedans which prevailed in that 
province before the recent partition of 
Bengal. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Morey, Montrose Burghs) : 
[ have received no official reports of the 
alleged disturbances ; but the hon. Mem- 
ber’s own experience as a servant of the 
Crown will bear me out when I express 
my belief that it is the desire of every 
member of the Indian services that all 
classes of His Majesty’s subjects shall 
live at peace with one another. 


Later, 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he can give the House 
any information about recent occurrences 
in India which have been the cause of 
some anxiety in the House, and on 
which, I am sure, information is anxiously 
desired. 


Mr. MORLEY: I think the right 
hon. Gentleman is quite within his rights 
in asking a question of this kind, and | 
have no doubt the country is anxious. | 
received last night a telegram from the 
Viceroy. I cannot report it all to the 
House, for a pretty obvious reason, but I 
may mention this. In view of the exist- 
ing situation in the Punjab, Sir Denzil 
Ibbetson, whom I have already described 
as one of the ablest and most experienced 
administrators, now Lieutenant-Governor 


of the Punjab, made a formal official | 
Government of | 


application to the 
India for the arrest and deportation 
of two of the most prominent agitators, 


Mr. MORLEY: I must decline at 
| the present stage to state the names, but 
| they will in due course by made known. 


| Sir J. L. Mackay’s Speech on India and 
Preferential Tariffs. 
| Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER  (Liver- 
pool, Everton): I beg to ask the Secre- 
| tary of State for India whether the views 
| enunciated by Sir J. L. Makay on behalt 
of India at the Colonial Conference, on 
the question of preferential tariff, were 
; given on the authority of the Indian 
| Council of State, or the Viceroy, or the 
Secretary of State for India ; and, if not, 
on whose authority, by resolution or 
| otherwise, were the statements made. 


Mr. MORLEY : Sir James Mackay was 
deputed by me, as Minister responsible 
for India, to take my place at the Con- 
ference. He is a Member of the Council 
of India, with peculiarly extensive know- 
ledge of all the facts of Indian trade and 
commerce, and I assumed that this 
knowledge would be of value as a 
contribution to the discussions of the 
Conference. Of course I was acquainted 
with his opinions on the controversy as 
to preference. He made his statements 
on his own authority, but his statements 
of fact do not seem to have been shaken, 
and in his inferences from them both I 
and other members of His Majesty’s 
Government who were present entirely 
' concur. 


Srr HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) asked if Sir James Mackay had 
|eonsulted in any way the chambers of 
commerce of Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, 
and the other great centres of India, or 
firms in this country trading with India. 


Mr. MORLEY: What consultations 
'Sir James Mackay had I do not know, 
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but I may state that he was himself for 
many years resident in and connected 
with trade in India, and knows thoroughly 
well what are the views of the trading 
community in India. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: 


engaged in trade in India 4 


Was he 


Mr. MORLEY : Certainly —so I under- 
stand, 


Sir H. COTTON: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that Sir James Mackay 
was for several years president of the 
chamber of commerce of Calcutta 4 


Smrr HOWARD VINCENT: Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman can supplement 
that information by saying whether Sir 
James Mackay represents the opinions 
of the chamber of commerce of Calcutta 
at the present time. 


Mr. MORLEY: I must have notice of 
that, but I do not know that it comes 
within my Department to find out the 
opinions of the Calcutta Chamber of 
Coinmerce. 


Sik GEORGE DOUGHTY (Great 
Grimsby): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that the free trade policy pursued 
in India is destroying the native in- 
dustry ? 


{No Answer was returned. | 


Imperial Conference Reports. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if Lord Elgin is aware that 
dissatisfaction prevails among the colomial 
statesmen attending the Imperial Confer- 
ence concerning the abridgements of their 
speeches issued by the Colonial Office to 
the Press ; and if, having regard to the 
importance of no misunderstanding 
arising hereafter concerning their utter- 
ances or the statements of members of 
the Government of the United King- 
dom and the statistics produced, he will 
undertake that a verbatim report of the 
whole proceedings shall be laid before 
Parliament by Ist July. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE COLONIES (Mr. CHURCHILL, 
Manchester, N.W.): No, Sir. The Secre- 
tarv of State is not aware of the existence 
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of the dissatisfaction referred to by the 
hon. and gallant Member. As has been 
repeatedly pointed out, it is for the Con- 
ference itself to decide the question of 
the publication of its proceedings, and no 
decision has yet been taken. If it is 
decided to publish, the Papers will be 
laid as soon as is found practicable, but 
no definite date can be given. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT asked 
whether a verbatim report of the pro- 
ceedings in the Conference had been taken 
by a person experienced in taking ver- 
batim reports and whether, if the 
members of the Conference so desired, 
the proceedings could be published in 


eatenso. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes, Sir. The 
most full and careful and, I think, ex- 
cellent record has been kept of every 
word spoken at the Conference, and is 
now being corrected by the members 
who took part in the discussion. I have 
every reason to believe that publication 
will be made of the discussion. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT’: In full! 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): |] 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
any representations have been made by 
any of those taking part in the proceed- 
ings of the Imperial Conference respect- 
ing the inadequacy or inaccuracy of the 
otticial reports of those proceedings issued 
to the Press; and whether he will sub- 
mit to the Conference the desirability of 
their sanctioning the issue of a verbatim 
report of the proceedings as early as 
possible. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAYN, Stirling 
Burghs): I am not aware that any such 
representations have been made and, as | 
have repeatedly explained, all steps with 
regard to a report of the proceedings are 
entirely for the discretion of the Confer- 
ence. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: May I ask the 
Prime Minister whether he is aware that 
one of the most important speeches 
made at the Imperial Conference was in- 


| correctly summarised, and that no state- 


ment to that effect was sent to the Press 
for several days ? 
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Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have just said I have no control over 
the matter. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE 
Fareham) : 
Minister if he will state who is the 


(Hampshire, 


{8 May 1907} 


I beg to ask the Prime 
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Australian Commonwealth in 1906 ; and 
what would be the approximate value of 
these goods affected by the proposed 
scheme of Australian preference 





Mr. ASQUITH: The figures for 1906 
| are not as yet available. 


official responsible for preparing the | 


published précis of the proceedings of 
the Colunial Conference; and whether 
the précis are in all cases submitted for 
the approval of the members of the Con- 
ference before being issued to the Press. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


The précis are prepared by the officials 
of the Colonial Office who are acting as 
Secretaries to the Conference. I am 
informed that it has not been found 
practicable in most cases, for want of 
time, to obtain the approval of members 
of the Conference to the précis of their 
speeches. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask Mr. | 


Chancellor of the Exchequer with refer- 
ence to the official report of his address 
to the Imperial Conference, how the 
figures relating to the incidence of the 
Canadian tariff on United Kingdom and 
United States produce, respectively, were 
obtained ; and whether the method em- 
ployed is the same as that adopted by 
the Board of Trade for the calculations 


published in the Memorandum X. of the | 


Second Fiscal Blue-book. 


THE CHANCELLOR oF tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asevrru, Fifeshire, 
E.): The figures which I used represent 
in each case the percentage proportion of 
duty actually collected to value of all 


goods imported into Canada from the | 


two countries respectively. The method 
adopted by the Board of Trade in the 
Memorandum referred to was a different 
one, and was selected (as is there ex- 
plained) for a particular purpose—viz., 


the comparison of the incidence of the | 
tariffs of different countries upon the | 


principal articles of British export trade, 
having regard to the relative importance 
of those articles to that trade as a whole. 


Mr. ARKWRIGHT: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer with 
reference to the official Report of his 
address to the Imperial Conference, if he 
can state what was the value of United 
Kingdom goods imported into the 


The Imperial Cn and Irish Home 
| ule. 

| Mr. WALKER (Leicestershire, 
| Melton): I beg to ask the Prime 
| Minister whether Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
| and Mr. Deakin, who have, in their own 


| Parliaments, supported, by speech as 
| well as by vote, the principle of Home 

Rule for Ireland, have expressec a desire 

to raise the question at the present Im- 

perial Conference ; and, if not, whether 
| His Majesty’s Government will invite a 
| discussion on the subject, as being a 
| matter of importance to the whole of the 
| Empire. 


| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
| I am informed that Sir Wilfred Laurier 
‘and Mr. Deakin have not expressed a 
desire to raise the question of Home 
Rule for Ireland at the Conference ; and 
it is not the intention of His Majesty’s 
| (government to invite the Conference to 
discuss this subject, but we have no 
desire to slam the door. 


Sir Alexander Swettenham. 

| Mr. HADDOCK (Lancashire, North 
| Lonsdale): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether an offer was made to Sir 
Alexander Swettenham to withdraw Lord 
Elgin’s message of censure if Sir 
Alexander Swettenham would withdraw 
his resignation of the Governorship of 
| Jamaica, 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. 


Mr. HADDOCK: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
| whether the Secretary of State for War 
| submitted his telegram, relating to the 
| action of Sir Alexander Swettenham, to 
| the Foreign Office before transmitting it 
| to the United States Government. 


| Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, Dews- 
| bury; for Sir E. Grey): The Secretary 
|of State for War consulted both the 
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Foreign Office and the Colonial Office in 
any action he took in this matter. 


Cotton Growing in British East Africa. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Government, in 
order to encourage the cultivation of 


cotton in British East Africa, has granted | 


a subsidy and given special facilities to 
any company which is also engaged in 
other trades and industries than the 
cultivation of cotton; and whether the 
Government will in future make it a 
condition of any similar grant to any 
person or company that such person or 
company is engaged in no trade or 
industry other than that in respect of 
which the grant is made. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Government 
has agreed to pay £1,000 a year for three 
years from the funds ot the East Africa 
Protectorate towards the cost of the 
experimental work in connection with 
cotton growing to be undertaken by the 
British Cotton Growing Association 
provided that the association spend at 
least an equal amount from their own 
funds upon experimental work—making 
not less than £2,000 a year in all. The 
association are co-operating in the matter 
of growing cotton with a company called 
the British East Africa Corporation 
Limited, but no subsidy or special 
facilities have been or will be granted by 
the Government to the company, and 
payment of the contribution to the 
association will only be made upon proof 
that at least twice the amount of the 
contribution has been bona fide expended 
upon experimental work. ; 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) asked whether, before any 
subsidies were granted, a railway in 
Northern Nigeria would be considered 
by His Majesty’s Government. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: We are consider- 
ing the question ofa railway in Northern 
Nigeria, but we are also facilitating the 
work of the British Cotton-Growing 
Association in developing the sources 
of the cotton supply in different parts. 


Mr. MARKHAM asked whether it 
was not the fact that cotton was not 
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| indigenous in any part except Northern 


Nigeria. 


Mr. CHURCHILL was understood to 


|say that the cotton in East Africa and 


Uganda was very good. 


Trade with the Voita District. 


Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby): I beg to ask the Under- 


Secretary of State for the Colonies what 
has been the amount of our trade with 
the Volta district during each of the past 
four half-years; what is the charge 
annually levied as canoe tax on the 
Volta, and whether it is levied on all 
using the river; what is the tax levied 
upon salt there; and whether he has 
received Reports that these taxes have 
resulted in British trade being diverted 
to the German traders in Togoland. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Separate statis- 
tics of the trade with the Volta district 
are not available. An annual licence is 
payable for all canoes at the rate of 1s. 
for canoes not exceeding 25 feet in 
length, the rate for larger canoes being 
proportionately higher. ‘The tax on salt 
referred to is really a ferry toll, varying 
from ls. to 5s. a load according to the 
distance of the ferry from the mouth of 
the river. Reports received from the 
Governor do not support the view that 
the effect of the tolls is to divert British 
trade; he is of opinion that their 
abolition would have that effect. 


St. Lucia Riots. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can give further information 
as to the state of affairs in St. Lucia and 
the nature and extent of the riots. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The 
telegram was received from the 
Governor on the 2nd May : “2nd May, 
‘Indefatigable’ arrived Ist May. De- 
tachment of Royal Marines relieve 
Barbados police Dennery for a short 
Roseau, Culdesac, Vieuxfort fac- 


following 


Coalheavers on learning that trade 
leaving port relinquished recent rise 
wages continuing work at former rates 
subject to minor increases. Barbados 
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police returning, position highly satis- 
factory.” In a further telegram dated 
5th May, the Governor reported that he 
was sailing for Grenada on that day. It 
may, therefore, be assumed that the dis- 
turbances are at an end. 


Warships in West Indian Waters. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether, in view of recent 
events, any request has been put forward 
by the Colonial Office to the Admiralty 
for the provision of more vessels for ser- 
vice in West Indian waters. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : In view of recent 
events the Lords Commissioners of the 
Admiralty have decided to detail a 
cruiser in addition to H.M.S. “ Indefatig- 
able” for temporary service in West 
Indian waters. The general question has 
heen receiving, and will continue to re- 
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ceive, the careful attention of His | 
Majesty's Government. 
Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON: Can | 


the right hon. Gentleman state what the 
cruiser is likely to be ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I think the cruiser 
is called the “Seylla,” a sister ship of the 
“ Indefatigable.” 


New Hebrides—Female Labour. 

Sir BERKELEY SHEFFIELD 
(Lincolnshire, Brigg): I beg to ask the 
oi State for Foreign Affairs 
Whether any Return of the numbers of 
women and girls under age who are to 
he employed under the New Hebrides 
Convention will be issued. 


Secretary 


Mr. ClUURCHILL: It is impossible 
to give any estimate of the number of 
females, if any, who will be employed 
under the labour clauses of the New 
Hebrides Convention, and I may add 
that it would be impossible in many 
cases to ascertain whether or not they are 
under the age of twenty-one. It is to 
he presumed, however, that the number 
of females employed will at least be con- 
siderably smaller when the Convention 
comes into operation than at present. 
There are now, and have hitherto been, 
no restrictions whatever on the employ- 
ment of women. and children by British 
subjects in the New Hebrides. 
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Jamaica Earthquake—Government Grant. 

Mr. O. C. PHILIPPS (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether it is now possible to announce 
the decision of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment with regard to the question of 
Imperial assistance to the island of 
Jamaica. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: His Majesty’s 
Government have decided, in answer to 
the representations which have been 
made on behalf of Jamaica, to make a 
free grant of £140,000 in aid of the 
sufferers from the earthquake in that 
island, and also to make a loan of 
£800,000 to the Colonial Government 
mainly for rebuilding purposes. A supple- 
mentary Estimate providing for the sum 
of £150,000 will be laid before the House 
as soon as possible, and when the terms 
of the loan have been finally settled, 
they will be embodied in a Bill. 


Questions. 


Labour on the Rand. 
Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) asked 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 


| Colonies if his attention had been called to 


the strike of white miners in the Rand 


| gold mines and if he had any information 


| Labour Ordinance ; 





to give the House with regard to this 
serious dispute ; were the disturbances due 
to an attempt on the part of the mine- 
owners to engage Chinese labour on work 
formerly done by white workmen, con- 
trary to the stipulations of the Chinese 
and what action was 
it proposed to take in the inatter. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he had no 
information with regard to the reported 
strike other than that contained in the 
newspapers, but he had every confidence 
that the local Government of the Trans- 
vaal would be fully able to deal with any 
situation that might arise there. 


Income-Tax Refunds. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
how much income-tax was refunded 
under the provisions of Section 133 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1842, in respect of 
income-tax overpaid in each of the last 
three years, viz., in 1904, 1905, and 1906. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The figures cannot be 


given with exact precision. But ap- 
proximately the following were the 
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amounts of tax repaid under the provi- 
sions of Section 133 of the Act of 1842 
(as amended) in the years named :— 
1903-4, £340,000; 1904-5, £430,000 ; 
1905-6, £500,000. 


Naturalisation Fees. 

Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel) : I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he will state whether persons naturalised 
in the British Colonies have the same 
stutus in the United Kingdom as in the 
Colonies; and whether he will take 
advantage of the presence of the Colonial 
Premiers in this country to promote an 
agreement to secure a moderate and 
uniform fee for the privilege of becoming 
a British citizen throughout the Empire. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Giap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): I beg to answer on 
behalf of my right hon. friend. ‘The whole 
ot the important question of naturalisation 
throughout the Empire is being considered 
by the Colonial Conference. Beyond 
this I can make no statement, except to 
sy that under the existing law naturalisa- 
tion conferred in a Colony does not 
extend to this country or to other 
Colonies. 


Crimes by Aliens. 
Caprain FABER (Hants, Andover) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
able to state how many crimes were com- 
mitted by aliens in London during 1906, 


Mr. GLADSTONE: It is impossible 
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to say how many crimes have been com. | 


mitted by aliens, in London or elsewhere ; 
hut the hon. Member will find in the 
Answer which I gave to the hon. Member 
for West Down, on March 26th,7 a state- 
ment covering the last tive years for 
which tigures are available of the number 
of persons received into London prisons 
on conviction, summary or other, who, 
according to their own statements, were 
born in foreign countries. 


Crime in Lincolnshire. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he can 
say, approximately, how many of the 


—_— 


t See (4) Debates, elxxi., 1648. 
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1,218 crimes and 14,200 offences in 
Lincolnshire in 1905 were committed in 
the Brigg Division of that county ; how 
many appear under each of the headings 
of serious crime ; and if he will say how 
he proposes to deal with the condition of 
the Brigg Division. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have no figures 
in my possession showing the number of 
crimes and offences commited in the 
Brigg Division apart from the rest of the 
county, and I have no reason to suppose 
that any action is required on my part 
with regard to the matter. 


SHEFFIELD: 
this 


Sm BERKELEY 
Is there any agrarian crime in 
division ? 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.) : And have 
there been any cases of juries refusing 


to convict in the face of the evidence ? 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): Have Prigg juries ever been 


packed 4? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Have both 
crime and the population in the division 
increased since the last election | 


Mr. GLADSTONE: This is all very 
interesting, but I am afraid I cannot go 
into these Questions. 


Police Promotion Regulations in 
Cumberland. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether he is aware that the 
Cumberland Standing Joint Committee 
has instructed the chief constable only to 
promote such police officers as will con- 
sent to postpone their right of retirement 
upon pension beyond the period mutually 
contracted for at the time of their joining 
the force, in pursuance of the Police 
Superannuation Act, 1890 ; and whether, 
seeing that this course is contrary to the 
statutory rights of the police officers 
affected, he will communicate with the 
authorities concerned. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The same course 
as that taken by the Cumberland Stand- 
ing Joint Committee has been taken 
from time to time by other police 
authorities from 1892 onwards. I[ am 
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advised that it is in conformity with the 
terms of the statute. 


Stepney Parliamentary Register. 
*CapTaAIn FABER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can state the proportion 
of foreign-born voters to British-born in 
the various wards of the Stepney Parlia- 
mentary area. 





Mr. GLADSTONE: T have no official | 
information as to the birthplace of voters, | 
nor is there any means that I am aware | 
of for obtaining such information. 


Case of Frederick Thomas Hemsley. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether a decision has yet been 
reached with reference to the case of 
Frederick Thomas Hemsley, who was 
sentenced on 10th April to five years | 
detention at Redhill reformatory school. 





Mr. GLADSTONE; I have carefully 
considered this case, and while I am con- 
vinced that the only object the magis- 
trates had in view in taking the course | 
they did was to benefit the boy, I have 
decided, in all the circumstances, that | 
Hemsley may be discharged. 


Compulsory Weighing in the Iron and | 
Steel Trades. | 
| 


Mr. WATT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | 
ment whether in the inquiry into the | 
need for compulsory weighing and | 
measuring in connection with the iron | 
and steel trades he will appoint a repre- | 
sentative from Scotland to the Committee, 
in view of the fact that these trades in | 
that country employ a large number of | 
workmen. 


| 
| 
} 


} 
Mr. GLADSTONE: I will consider | 
my hon. friend’s suggestion ; but I prefer | 
to retain the Committee as it is, unless I 
find that the conditions under which these 
industries are carried on in Scotland are 
so different from those obtaining in 
England as to make separate representa- 
tion indispensable. 


Wages in the English Cotton Trade. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he can state the amount paid in the 
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English cotton trade per week in wages 
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per 10,000 spindles and per 100 looms 
respectively. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY tTo THE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. KEARLEY, Devonport): I regret 
that the information for which the hon. 
Member asks is not available. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Will the Board of 
Trade make the inquiries ? 


Value of Imports for the Colonies. 
*CarptaAIn FABER: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he will state the amount in millions 
sterling of the imports into this country 

from the Colonies tor the year 1905. 


Mr. KEARLEY: The total values as 
shown in the United Kingdom Trade 
Accounts were as follows :—From self- 
governing Colonies, £72,000,000 ; from 
British India, £36,000,000; from ail 
British possessions, including the self- 
governing Colonies and _ I[ndia, 
£127,750,000. These values are “ c.i.f.” 
at port of arrival. 


Exports to British Garrisons Abroad. 

Mr. REMNANT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
any record is kept of the exports of 
stores and supplies for British garrisons 
stationed abroad; and whether he can 
state the value of the principal items 
exported to South Africa for the use or 
consumption of the military and naval 
forces stationed in that country. 


Mr. KEARLEY : No account is taken 
in the official trade statistics of goods 
shipped by His Majesty’s Governmer t 
for the use of His Majesty’s Forces 


| abroad. 


Mr. REMNANT: Will the Board in 
future keep distinct records of all goods 
supplied to the different stations abroad ? 


London Local Taxation Returns. 

Mr. DICKINSON (St. Pancras, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board what is the reason 
why the Local Taxation Returns of the 
expenditure of the local authorities in 
London for the year 1904-5 are not yet 
published ; whether the delay in pub- 
lication is greater than it has been in 
former years ; and whether he can make 
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arrangements whereby the 
accounts of these authorities may be in 
the possession of the public within twelve 
months after the close of their financial 
year. 


(Juestions. 


Tue PRESIDENT oF 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 


Burns, Battersea): There has been some | 


delay, due to various causes, in the issue 
of certain parts of the Local Taxation 
Returns for the year 1904-5. 
which includes abstracts of the accounts 
of the several metropolitan authorities is, 
however, in an advanced state of prepara- 
tion, and will shortly be issued. I am 
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audited | 


THE LOCAL | 


The part | 


afraid that it is not practicable to issue | 


these Returns within twelve months after 
the end of the financial year to which 
they relate. 


London Electoral Lists. 

Mr. DICKINSON: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he is aware that the council of a 
metropolitan borough has intimated to 
the town clerk that he is not to expend 
the same amount of money in preparing 
the list of electors as that which he ex- 
pended at the last revision, and which 
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Glasgow Telephone Employees. 

| Mr. CROUKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
| ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
proposes to extend to the telephone 
employees, lately transferred from the 
Glasgow Corporation, the terms of trans. 
fer promised by the late Postmaster- 
General to the employees of the National 
Telephone Company to be transferred to 
the Post Office in 1911, and if the terms 
to be accorded will be retrospective ; 
whether he has been asked to receive a 
deputation from the two unions repre- 


senting the Glasgow employees : and, if 
so, when he proposes to see such a 


deputation 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr, 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 


| lar): I am now engaged in settling the 


was approved as proper and reasonable | 
by the revising barrister; whether, as 


under the London Government Act, 1899, 


the town clerk is specially charged with | 


the powers, duties, and liabilities of the 
overseers with respect to the preparation 


of lists of voters, the borough council has | 


any power to restrict him in the execution 
of this duty ; and whether, as there is a 
statutory obligation upon the town clerk 
to inquire and ascertain with respect to 
every dwelling-house whether any person 
is entitled to be registered as a voter, the 
joard can take any steps to ensure that 
the proper measures are adopted to make 
the lists of electors as complete and 
accurate as possible. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have no infor- 
mation as to the case referred to in the 
first part of the Question, but I may say 
generally that I am not aware that a 
borough council would be empowered to 
restrict the town clerk in the execution 
of the duty devolving upon him under 
the London Government Act in relation 
to the preparation of lists of voters. I 
have, however, no control over either the 
horough council or the town clerk in the 
matter. 


establishment of the telephone operators 
lately transferred from the Glasgow Cor- 
poration. The conditions will be largely 
the same as those arranged for the trans- 
fer of the National Telephone Company’s 
staff in 1912, but the circumstances are 
not identical, and certain of the conditions 
in the latter case will not be applicable 
in the Glasgow case. There not 
seem to be any advantage in receiving a 
deputation at the present time. 


does 


Religious Tests in Training Colleges. 

Mr. HENRY (Shropshire, Welling- 
ton): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Education whether the Board 
of Education will refrain from giving 
grants to those training colleges for 
elementary school teachers which impose 
the condition that candidates who desire 
to enter these colleges should be com- 
pelled to submit to confirmation and to 
the creeds and catechisms of any particular 
church inconsistent with the religious 
belief and conviction of the candidate. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, 
Monmouth, N.): Pending the issue of 
the Training College Regulations, which 
[ hope will take place very shortly, I 
regret I cannot make any statement as 
to the conditions of the admission of 
students which will in future be imposed. 


Supreme Court of Judicature Clerks. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he will state the number of clerks in 
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the Central Office of the Supreme Court | 
of Judicature who have served for forty | 
years and upwards, and their respective | 
ages. 
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Irish Land Court Receivers. 
Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 


| is aware that ability to make the most of 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The particulars 
for which the hon. Member asks are 
given me as follows :—Total number 11. 


Ages— Years. 
64, 59, 64, 60, 60, 65, 60, 59, 70, 61, 59. 
Length of Service—Years. 
43, 42, 43, 45, 43, 48, 43, 42, 41, 41, 41. 


Foreign Trawlers in the Moray Firth. 
Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, | 
E.R., Holderness): I beg to ask the, 
Secretary for Scotland how many foreign 
trawlers other than Norwegian have been 
reported fishing in the Moray Firth in 
the course of the last six months ; whether 
any of these have been examined by the 
Scottish authorities; and whether any | 
English fishermen have been reported on 
board. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. SrNcLAtR, Forfarshire): During the | 
past. six months five foreign trawlers 
other than Norwegian have been observed. 
On four Belgian vessels no Englishmen 
were reported to be on board. On one 
Swedish vessel the whole crew except 
flagmaster were English. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON : Will these 
Englishmen also be prosecuted ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR : No doubt. 


Sir GEORGE DOUGHTY (Grimsby) : | 
On what authority are these foreign | 
vessels boarded by British officers ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I cannot say ; I only | 
know what the Fishery Board have | 
reported to me. 


Sir GEORGE DOUGHTY : How can 
information be obtained unless the boats 
are boarded ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I will leave it to my | 
hon. friend to say. | 


Str GEORGE DOUGHTY : Is there 
any understanding between the two 
Governments ! 


[No Answer was returned. | 


property for the benefit of owners and 
money lenders is the sole qualification 
required in the appointment of receivers 
over estates for sale in the Land Judge’s 
Court ; that prices to be advanced by the 
State are now commonly fixed on the 
recommendations of these men, without 
any independent inquiry on behalf of 
either purchasers or State; and, if so, 
can he see his way to imposing com- 
petent inspection in all cases of sale. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Birrett, Bristol, N.): The 
Question is based on a misapprehension 
of the facts. In the case of estates for 
sale in the Land Judge’s Court an inspec- 
tion of the tenant’s holding is made by 
the Land Commission in every case in 


| which the tenant applies for an advance 


for the purchase of his holding. The 


| Land Commission have full power to 


make or refuse the advance applied for, 
or to sanction an advance of less amount. 
The Land Judge informs me that it is 


| not the case that the prices to be ad- 


vanced are fixed on the reco nmendations 
of the receivers, and he entirely repudi- 


| ates the suggestion contained in the first 
| part of the Question. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Where a _ tenant 
buys within the zones and has _ no 
stock on the land, what means have the 


| Estates Commissioners of ascertaining 


what security there is for the advance ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I must ask for notice 


| of that Question. 


Burrowes Estate Agreements. 
Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 


| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


of Ireland if his attention has been called 
to the case of the Burrowes Estate, in 


| which, because the tenants have signed 
| so-called voluntary agreements, the Land 


Judge desires public money to be ad- 
vanced to the money lenders, and those 
tenants to be made liable to repay, with 
interest, the full value of the owners’ 
| property, with the full value of the 
| tenants’ property and improvements 
| added, and £350 in excess of this gross 
' sum for which there is no security; will 
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that advance be peremptorily prevented ; 


Questions. 
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and, seeing that this is common practice | 


where the zones prevent its detection, 
does he propose to empower the Irish 
Council to deal with it. 


Mr. BIRRELL : I am informed by the 
Land Judge that in this case the tenants 
voluntarily entered into an agreement for 
the purchase of their holdings at prices 
which would give them a reduction of 7s. 
in the pound on first term rents and 
4s. Gd. on second term rents. The 
Estates Commissioners made an offer 
under Section 7 of the Act of 1903 for 
the purchase of the estate with the object 
of reselling it to the tenants. The price 
offered by the Commissioners was less 
than that which the tenants had agreed 
to pay, but the Commissioners declined 
to increase their offer, and as the incum- 
brancers were prepared to accept the 
lesser sum, the Land Judge approved of 
the sale. 


Irish Land Purchase Arrears. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state the number of 
cases in which proceedings involving cost 
have been initiated by or on behalf of the 
Irish Land Commission for recovery of 
arrears of instalments and of rents respec- 
tively in operations under the Land Act 
of 1903, from the Ist November 1903 to 
the 31st March 1907. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Land Commis- 
sion inform me that the preparation of 
Returns giving the precise information 
asked for in the Question would occupy 
much time, and would necessarily inter- 
fere with the work of collecting annuities. 
It will probably be sufficient for the hon. 
Member's purpose to state that on 
Ist December 1906, there were 32,449 
payers of annuities under the Act of 
1903. In March 1907 the Commissioners 
found it necessary to direct proceedings 
against 469 of these persons for the 
recovery of arrears. Two hundred and 
forty-nine of these have since paid, and 
the proceedings against the remaining 
220 are in various stages. If the hon. 
Member will refer to the Annual Reports 
of the Land Commission, he will find in 
the Appendices full particulars of every 
annuity in arrear for one year and up- 
wards. 


Questions. 998 
Irish Tenant Rights 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if any calculation or estimate 
has been made of the value of the tenant- 
right or occupation interest and improve- 
ments in tenanted land throughout Ireland 
which Section 1 of the Act of 1881 em- 
powers tenants to sell for the best price 
that can be got for the same ; and, if not, 
in view of the confiscation of this pro- 
perty by way of sale to its owners, anda 
general repudiation of the liability, does 
he contemplate any scheme for ascertain- 
ing the value of this property and secur- 
ing it to its owners. 


Mr. BIRRELL: When a fair rent is 
fixed by the Land Commission the parti- 
culars of all sales of the tenancy which 
have taken place since 1870 are set out 
in the Schedule recorded by the Court, 
as well as the capital value of all im- 
provements allowed to the tenant. In 
the opinion of the Land Commission no 
other calculation or estimate could be 
made. The right of the tenant to sell 
his tenancy under Section | of the Act 
of 1881 is subject to the landlord’s right 
of preemption. When the landlord 
exercises that right and the parties dis- 
agree as to the price, the true value of 
the tenancy is fixed by the Court. 
According to the definition adopted by 
the Court of Appeal, the true value of 
the tenancy is that which would be given 
for the holding by a thoroughly solvent 
and prudent man who intended to make 
the rent out of it and a fair profit on his 
capital. 


Dingle Harbour. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutentant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the Dingle Harbour 
Board have applied for a grant for the 
extension of the pier and the dredging of 
the habour; that they spent all their 
available funds in dredging last year and 
left the work very incomplete ; and that 
the fishing industry, which is one of the 
most important in the West of Ireland, 
is very seriously injured owing to 
insufficient dredging ; and whether, seeing 
that if something is not done soon a 
number of fishermen will be thrown out 
of employment, he will ask to have the 
Department's dredger sent down for a 
few months. 
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Mr. BIRRELL: 
Answer to the hon. Member's previous 
Question of 18th April.t I am informed 
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I beg to’ refer to my | 


that the engagements for the present | 
season already made for the dredger | 
belonging to the Department of Agricul- | 


ture render it almost certain that the 
vessel will not be free to do any work at 
Dingle this vear, 


Annagh Bogs, Buttevant. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the attention 
of the Estates Commissioners has been 
called to the circumstances connected 
with Annagh bogs, Churchtown, Butte 
vant, county Cork ; are they aware that, 


on the sale of the Egmont Estate in 1889, 


the tenants on the property were assured 
that these lands were to be sold to them 
at reasonable terms, notwithstanding 
which promise, Captain Trench, agent to 
the estate, was recognised as tenant by 
the landlord, and subsequently purchased 
them at a reduced figure, with the result 


at an annual rent of £16; and whether, 
in view of the promises held out to the 
former tenants, and the 
State money was advanced to this 
gentleman to enable him to carry out the 
purchase, the Commissioners will com- 
municate with Captain Trench with a 
view to inducing him to sell these lands to 
the former holders on reasonable terms. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Land Com- 
mission inform me that the holding 
referred to in the Question was purchased 
in 1901 by Captain Trench as tenant in 
occupation. The purchase price was 
£400, of which the purchaser paid £100 
in cash and £300 was advanced under 
the Land Purchase Acts. The latter 
amount has since been redeemed. The 
Land Commission have no information 
that any such promise as is averred in 
the Question was made to the tenants of 
the estates. 

Mr. FLYNN: 
missioners further 
matter ? 

Mr. BIRRELL: The purchase has 
been completed and the annuity redeemed. 
Captain Trench is now the owner. 


Will the Land Com- 
inquire into the 
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Lord Inchiquin and his Tenants. 

Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Lord Inchiquin has caused his 
solicitor to threaten the tenants on his 
estate with writs for the payment of 
rents, as the tenants would not agree to 
pay the purchase price demanded for the 
estate; whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners will negotiate with the landlord 
for a purchase, seeing that the tenants 
at a public meeting at Newmarket-on- 
Fergus, presided over by the Rev. M. 
Hogan, Adm., have declared that they are 
ready to buy at fair prices ; or whether 
he proposes to take any steps to prevent 
the unrest that will arise if Lord Inchi- 
quin is allowed to press for the payment 
of excessive rents. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners have no information as to the 
matter of fact alleged in the Question. 
No proceedings for the sale of the estate 
referred to have been instituted before 


that he now holds these lands for which | the Commissioners, and they have re- 
the tenants formerly paid £174 yearly | ceived no reyuest that they should inter. 


vene as conciliators under the Lord. 
Lieutenant’s Regulations. If any such 


application should be made to them, they 
will give it due consideration. 


Mr. HALPIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that some of the tenants 
offered eighteen and a-half vears purchase 
and some twenty and a-half ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have no information 
as to that. 


Roscomroe Grazing Parm Dispute. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that Mr. Luttrell, who for 
many years has held a grazing farm on a 
yearly tenancy in the townland of Ros- 
comroe, in the Roscrea Union, has been 
required by the United Irish League to 
surrender his tenancy, and has refused ; 
whether he is aware that, on the night of 
29th April, Mr. Luttrell’s cattle, sheep, 
and horses were driven off the lands 
and taken into the town of Roscrea ; 
whether this act was known to be in con- 
templation, and whether the police made 
any preparations to prevent it ; and 
what arrangements are being made to 
prevent a repetition of this act. 


I 
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Mr. BIRRELL: Mr. Luttrell has 
informed the police authorities that he 
received a letter from the local branch 
of the United Irish League asking him 
whether he would surrender his grazing 
farm, and that he refused to do so. The 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


cattle were driven off the farm and left | 


uninjured outside Mr. Luttrell’s house in 


Roscrea early on the morning of the 29th | 


April. 
cattle would be driven off, but owing to 
the remoteness of the place and to the 
fact that the date was kept secret, the 
police were unable to take full measures to 
prevent the act. The police are doing 
all that may be possible to prevent a 
repetition of the occurrence. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
this is not a yearly tenancy ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. REDDY: It’s an eleven months 
farm. 


Irish Intermediate Education. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that in the 


It had been threatened that the | 


- 
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specified time without disallowment, are 
now in force and cannot be altered. [ 
find that my predecessor fully considered 
the question now raised by the hon. 
Member, and I do not therefore propose 
to enter into it afresh. I would refer 
to Mr. Bryce’s Answer to the Question of 
the hon. Member for West Leitrim on 
19th December last.7 


Mr. FLYNN asked if the Motion 


| passed by that House on the subject last 


proposed modifications of the intermediate | 


education system in Ireland, embodied in 
the new programme for 1908, the Board 
proposes to make two languages, besides 


ing regulations prior to the adoption by 
this House of the Motion of the hon. 
Member for West Kerry, only one 
language, with English, was obligatory, 
and that this Motion merely put Irish on 


May had not been ignored. 


Mr. BIRRELL said the reasons for 
the action were stated in the Answer he 
had referred to. 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.): Is it not 
the fact that the Motion only applied to 
the Rules for 1907, and that hon. Members 
made no objection to the Rules for 1908 
which are now in force ? 

Mr. BIRRELL: That is so. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland, in respect to the Intermediate 
Education Programme and Rules for 
1908, whether the attention of the 
Lord-Lieutenant was called to that part 
of the syllabus dealing with arithmetic 


rope aes | and algebra; is he aware that on the 
English, compulsory ; that, by the exist- | 


pass papers arithmetic counts for 30 per 


| cent. only of the entire, whilst algebra 


the same footing as other languages, and, | 


accordingly, that the new Rules are an 
evasion of the Resolution of the House of 
Commons on the subject of Irish ; is he 
aware that the English Board of Education 
pay grants to secondary schools in which 
no modern language is taught, and in 
which the needs of the locality are their 
first consideration, and that the London 
University course can be passed with 
only one foreign language ; and whether, 
in view of all the circumstances of the 
case, the Lord-Lieutenant will order the 


making two languages, with English, 
obligatory. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Rules for 1908, 
having lain upon the Table for the 


counts for 70 per cent., and in the honour 
papers arithmetic counts for 10 per cent. 
only and algebra for 90 ; is he aware that 
in the examinations for the Second Divi- 
sion Civil Service arithmetic counts for 
600 marks and elementary mathematics 
for 400 ; and whether the Commissioners 
will be invited to modify the rule, which 
acts so disadvantageously on pupils who 
may be intended for an industrial or 


commercial career, or for the Civil 
Service. 
Mr. BIRRELL: The relative per- 


centages of the value of arithmetic and 
algebra under the Rules of the Inter- 


. | mediate Education Board are correctly 
Intermediate Board to withdraw the rule | 


stated in the Question. The object of 
the Board is to test whether students of 
Intermediate Schools have acquired a 
general education, and accordingly they 





+ See (4) Debates elxvii, 1522—23. 
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do not require the specialisation in 
arithmetic which may be necessary in the 
second division of the Civil Service. 


Mr. FLYNN : Is it not the fact that 
the rule penalises the vast majority who 
are going in for industrial or commercial 
and other pursuits suitable to Ireland % 


Mr. BIRRELL : There is something 


in what the hon. Member suggests. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland, in reference to the Intermediate 
Education Programme for 1908, whether 
the attention of the Lord-Lieutenant was 
called to Rule 4 before the official sanction 
was given to the rules ; is he aware that 
in order to pass in experimental science 
pupils must work through the prescribed 
course to the satisfaction of an inspector 
of the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction, and to pass with 
honours must pass a qualifying practical 
test by the inspector, and failure to 
satisfy the inspector in a single practical 
question involves total disqualification 
from winning a scholarship or exhibition, 
no matter how successful the student 
may be in all other respects ; if he can 
say under what statute, or other enabling 
power, the Intermediate Commissioners 
delegated their powers to the officials of 
another distinct Department; are the 
Commissioners aware that these inspectors 
are nominated by the Board of Agricul- 
ture independent of examination, and 
that many of them have no University 
degree whatever ; and whether, in view 
of the opposition to this rule on the part 
of many head masters, it will be with- 
drawn or modified by His Excellency. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The hon. Member 
refers to Regulation 9 (b) (4) of the 
Programme of the Intermediate Educa- 
tion Board. The arrangement referred 
to in the Question has been in force since 
1902, and the Board hold that they have 
full statutory power to make such ar- 
rangement. The facts are not precisely 
as stated in the Question, and I am 
forwarding to the hon. Member a full 
report on the subject which I have 
received. As I have already stated the 
{ules for 1908 are now in force, and 
cannot be altered. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the. Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland, in connection with the Irish 
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Intermediate Education system, whether 
he is aware that in the years preceding 
1906 the programme of future examina- 
tion was published by the Board once it 
was laid upon the Table of this House, 
thus giving head masters’ associations and 
others interested an opportunity of con- 
sidering it, but that in regard to the new 
programme for 1908, laid upon the Table 
late in the autumn session, 1906, no 
outsider saw a copy of it until the forty 
days had expired, and that few Members 
of this House were aware of its provi- 
sion; and whether, in view ot the 
opposition to the proposed changes 
contemplated in the new programme, 
almost unanimously expressed by head 
masters and head mistresses’ associations, 
he will represent to the Board the neces- 
sity for modifying the programme in such 
a manner as will make it acceptable to 
educated public opinion in Ireland. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Prior to 1906 it was 
the practice of the Intermediate Educa- 
tion Board to publish their Rules and 
programmes as soon as they had been 
laid before Parliament, thereby anticipat- 
ing the approval of Parliament. In 1906 
the Rules for 1907 were disallowed by 
Parliament after they had been published 
by the Board. In that case it became 
necessary for the Board to withdraw the 
Rules which had been issued, and as 
these Rules were on sale by booksellers 
throughout the country it was impossible 
to secure that all the copies should be 
returned. In view of the inconvenience 
thus caused, the Board decided not to 
publish their Rules for 1908 until they 
had become indefeasible. It is open to 
head-masters and others to make repre- 
sentations to the Board in favour of any 
modifications which they may desire in 
the Rules for future years. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that for many years 
past the Intermediate Education Board 
have followed the example of the Depart- 
ment of Technical Instruction and have 
laid a draft of the programme before the 
parties interested, and that afterwards 
two of the Commissioners have met a 
Committee and discussed details ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I think that is a very 
desirable method. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
| 
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Ireland whether the income of the Inter- 
mediate Education Board (Ireland) under 
Section 3 of the Customs and Excise Act, 
1890, has declined from the sum of 
£71,400 in 1900 to £48,225 in 1906, and 
the rate of payment of the school grant 
for each successful pupil has been reduced 
on the following scale within the past 
four years ; in the preparatory grade by 
45 per cent., in the junior grade by 28°5 
per cent., in the middle grade by 47:0 
per cent., and in the senior grade by 46-0 
per cent., with corresponding reductions 
in respect to honour pupils; and, if so, 
whether, in view of the fact that this 
decrease in the board’s income is a direct 
result of the diminished consumption of 
drink in Ireland, he will make repre- 
sentation to the Treasury that funds 
should be supplied from some other 
source to enable this work of secondary 
education to be carried on in an efficient 
manner, and to place the board in such a 
position that the main source of its 
income should no longer depend upon 
the continuance of the consumption of 
alcoholic drink in Ireland. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I understand that 
the figures quoted in the Question are 
approximately correct. I am informed, 
however, that the reduction in the 
amount of the capitation fees is due 
mainly to the increase in the numbers of 
students in the pass and honour lists, 
and in a less degree to the decrease in 
the amount received from the Local 
Taxation Account. The point raised in 
the latter part of the Question is one 
which deserves consideration at a suitable 
opportunity, but I am not at present in 
a position to make any statement upon 
it. I should, however, remind the hon. 
Member that the hoard’s revenue from 
the Local Taxation Account is not 
dependent upon the consumption of drink 
in Ireland alone, but upon the thirst of 
the United Kingdom generally. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that one result of this 
policy is that the income of the board 
diminishes proportionately with the in- 
crease of temperance in the country ! 


Mr. BIRRELL: The subject is one 


which requires consideration. 


Questions. 


Irish Department of Agriculture. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
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Ireland whether arrangements will be 
made that the next meeting of the All 
Ireland Council of the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
shall not be held until the new vice- 
president has been appointed and taken 
up the duties of the position. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Arrangements have 
been made for holding the next meeting 
of the Council of Agriculture on 16th and 
i7th instant. Notices to that effect were 
sent to the members a month ago. 

Mr. LONSDALE: Who has _ been 
appointed vice-president of the Board 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. T] 
does not arise out of the Answer. 


Shillelagh Bench of Magistrates. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Shillelagh bench is composed of nine 
Protestant magistrates and one Catholic, 
the latter being the cx officio representa- 
tive of the district council ; and whether, 
in view of the fact that the population of 
the county is over 80 per cent. Catholic, 
he will draw the attention of the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland to the amount of 
representation of the majority of the 
people in the Shillelagh Petty Sessions 
Court. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Lord Chancellor 
informs me that he believes that two of 
the nine justices who attend the Petty 
Sessions mentioned are Catholics : other- 
wise the facts are as stated in the Question. 
The Lord Chancellor is considering the 
question of appointing for this district a 
gentleman whose name was_ recent) 
brought before him. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Shillelagh District 
Council have considered it necessary, i! 
the interests of the public, to pass 
resolutions calling attention to the 
uncertain attendance of magistrates at 
Shillelagh Petty Sessions, the absence 
of justices not infrequently compelling 
the adjournment of the Court, thus 
causing serious loss and inconvenience 
to litigants ; and whether he will com- 
municate with the Lord Chaneellor of 
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Ireland with a view to providing some 
remedy in this case. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have referred this 
Question to the Lord Chancellor, who 
informs me that there is a fair attendance 
of magistrates at the Petty Sessions 
mentioned. During the past year there 
were two occcasions upon which only 
one magistrate attended, but on no 
occasion was the Court adjourned for 
want of the attendance of a magistrate. 


Land Purchase in Wicklow—Case of 

omas Whelan. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Thomas Whelan, of Aghowle, 
county Wicklow, is now a defaulting 
purchaser under the Land Act, 1903; 
that his holding was recently put up for 
sale by the Estates Commissioners, but, 
owing to the amount of the annuity, no 
bid was made; whether he is aware 
that Whelan had to sign a second-term 
agreement before purchasing; that the 
landlord, Earl Fitzwilliam, charged the 
tenant twenty-four and a half years 
purchase, and added to the purchase 
money two years arrears of rent; that 
the rateable valuation of the holding, 
including 5s. for the house, was £1, 
while the annuity payable on the pur- 
chase is £1 9s. 6d. ; will he say whether 
any valuation of Whelan’s holding was 
made before the statutory second term 
was fixed, or before the sale was 
sanctioned by the Commissioners ; if so, 
who was the valuer ; were the Commis- 
sioners satisfied that this was an economic 
holding ; and whether, in the interests 
of the ratepayers, he will cause inquiry 
to be made into all the circumstances of 
this case. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The tenant purchaser 
referred to in the Question purchased his 
holding at a price within the zones under 
the Act of 1903. Inspection, therefore, 
was unnecessary. The holding was re- 
cently put up for sale owing to the 
non-payment of a year’s annuity, but 
no bid was received. The second term 
rent was fixed by agreement before the 
Act of 1903 was passed. When such 
rents are fixed by agreement, the hold- 
ings are not inspected by a valuer. I 
am not aware of any reason why an 
inquiry into the matter should be held, 
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and in any event I have no power to 


direct such an inquiry. 


Grazing Farms—Protection for Occupiers. 

Mr. ARKWRIGHT: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state how 
many grazing farms were occupied in 
the counties of Galway, Mayo, Ros- 
common, Leitrim, and Westmeath, on 
Ist November, 1906; how many have 
been subsequently surrendered in con- 
sequence, or in fear of intimidation ; and 
how many police are now employed in 
affording protection to the occupiers of 
grazing farms in the above-mentioned 
areas. 


Mr. BIRRELL: [ have no information 
which would enable me to reply to the 
first two parts of the Question. The 
only method that I am aware of by which 
the number of occupied grazing farms 
could be ascertained would be to direct 
the police to take a census of such farms, 
and | do not see that any useful purpose 
would be served by doing so. Assuming 
that any such farms have been  sur- 
rendered, it is obvious that though the 
police might surmise the reasons for such 
surrender they could have no definite 
knowledge on the subject. Inquiries 
are being made as to the last part of the 
Question, and I shall be prepared to 
reply if the hon. Member should see fit 
to renew the inquiry after a few days. 


Irish Board of Agriculture—Travelling 
Veterinary Inspector. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the appointment of traveiling 
veterinary inspector to the Department 
has yet been made; and, if not, will he 
see that in making the appointment due 
regard shall be had to the number of 
experienced and well-qualified Catholic 
Irishmen eligible for the post, and also 
to the desirability of a more equal 
distribution of public appointments in 
Ireland, and above all that no further 
importations shall be made in filling 
positions under the Irish Agricultural 
Department. 


Mr. BIRRELL : I beg to refer to my 
Answer to the Question on this subject 
put by the hon. Member for South Down 
on Ist instant.7 





+ See (4) Debates, elxxiii., 855. 








239 Questions. 
Irish Finance. 


Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): I 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, as President 
of the Local Government Board, on what 
date the sum of £150,000 was transferred 
from the Petty Sessions Clerks Fund 
({reland) to the credit of the Labourers 
(Ireland) Act, and how and at what rate 
of interest has it been invested ; has the 
sum of £70,000 from the Irish Develop- 
ment Grant also been transferred and 
similarly been invested ; whether it is 


{COMMONS} 


proposed to replace the annual sum of | 
£9,000 intended to be provided last | 
session by the abolition of two Judgeships | 


of the High Court (Ireland) and the 
reduction of the Irish Lord Chancellor's 
salary ; and whether the contributions of 
£6,000 per annum from the residue of 


the Exchequer Grant under the Purchase | 


of Land Act, 1891, have been duly made 
for 1906 and 1907. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The sum of £150,000 
was transferred, in the shape of invest- 
ments, from Petty Sessions Clerks Fund 
to the Labourers Cottage Fund on 
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Mr. BIRRELL: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have received from the 
Swinford Distress Committe a resolution 
in which the Committee make allegations 
of the nature indicated in the Question 
against two members of their own body. 
The Committee have called upon these 
members to resign, and have asked the 
Board to take action if they should iail to 
do so. The matter is under the con- 
sideration of the Board. 


Irish Land Purchase Frauds. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, in view of the 
recent judicial comments on the facilities 
for fraud afforded by the zones in the 
Land Act of 1903, and the inclusion of 
extraneous debts, real and fictitious, with 
the price of land for the purpose of ob- 
taining public money, whether the Treas- 


1} 


ury will require a record to be kept of all 


| additions to real price, so far as the zone 


| system allows the detection of 


various dates in November and December | 
last. The investments consist of four per | 
cent. Railway Debenture Stock amount- | 
ing to £118,000 and Consols amounting to | 


£31,000. 


transferred, but steps to that end are now 
being taken. In reply to the third 
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the hon. Member to the Judicature 
(Ireland) Bill now before Parliament. 
The contribution of £6,000 for the year 
1906-7 has been paid over to the Local 
Government Board. 


Swinford Guardians. 


Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Kye) : | such appointments being 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been drawn to a meet- 
ing of the Swinford Union Distress 
Committee on 16th April, 1907, at which 
allegations of theft were made against 
two members of the Swinford Board of 
Guardians ; whether the relief works in 
Swinford have been suspended on account 


The £70,000 from the Irish | 
Development Grant has not yet been | 


of the thefts, which have been exposed | 


by the Paymaster; whether the Board 
has condoned or condemned _ these 
irregularities ; and whether he has re- 
ceived or will call for a Report from the 
Local Government Board upon the case. 


those 


additions, and does not empower thie 
Commissioners or any Court to prevent 


them. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: No, Sir; this is 


not a matter for the Treasury. 


Irish Board of Works. 

Mr. DELANY: I 
Secretary to the Treasury whether, i: 
addition to securing for his brother the 
chairmanship of the Lrish Board of Works. 


beg to ask th 


his personal clerks, Sir Robert Hoimes 
has been instrumental in securing appoint 
ments in the Irish Civil Service for the 
following relatives of personal friends, 
Sir David Harrel, two sons, and Si 
Patrick Coll, two sons and a son-in-law ; 
and whether he will take steps to prevent 
made in the 
future. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: I must refer the 
hon. Member to my Answer of the 23rd 
ultimo. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): Has 
not the Irish Lord Chancellor recently 
appointed his brother-in-law to a vers 
high oftice ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : That does not arise 
out of the Question. 


t See (4) Debures, elxxii., 1576-7. 
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Irish Land Act—Treasury Rules. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister, in view of the admission 
of the Treasury that the amendments 
proposed to be made in the Treasury 
ules under the Land Act of 1903 will 
not in any way secure either the pur- 
chasers or the ratepayers against the losses 
conseyuent upon the present system of 
paying money irrespective of value, will 
the House of Commons be afforded an 
opportunity of discussing those amend- 
ments before their adoption ; and, if so, 
when. 


[ beg also to ask the Prime Minister, 
seeing that exorbitancy of price in excess 
of value constitutes the greatest danger 
in connection with land purchase finance, 
and that the proposed amendments of 
Treasury Rules atford no protection in 
that respect, whether the promised discus- 
sion of that subject will be so arranged 
as to allow the method of inflating prices 
and inflating bonus to be dealt with. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The proposed 
amendment of the Treasury Rules is for 
the sole purpose of enabling the working 
balance on the account of the Irish Land 
Purchase Fund to be used in order to 
avoid charging local taxation grants in 
full with purely temporary charges—viz., 
arrears and interest on investments 
accrued but not received. Ido not con- 
sider that there is any need for discus- 
sion on this small amendment. There 
is no power to deal in the Treasury Rules 
with the matters referred to in the 
Questions. 


Carndonagh Mails. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General what 
steps, if any, are being taken to have the 
grievance in respect of the delivery and 
despatch of mails to and from Carndonagh 
remedied ; and whether, having regard 
to the loss and inconvenience to the pub- 
lic from the present late delivery, he will 
inquire into the matter and have an im- 
provement effected. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I sent the 
hon. Member an Answer yesterday, ex- 
plaining the circumstances in regard to 
the service in question. 
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Marriage and Hereditary Disease. 

*CapTAIN FABER: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that several State 
legislatures in America have passed Bills 
to prevent marriages taking place unless 
both parties are, in the opinion of a quali- 
fied physician, free from disease transmis- 
sible to their children ; and whether he 
will consider the desirability of introduc- 
ing a similar Bill here. 


Sir H, CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not propose to undertake legislation 
on this subject this session. 


Butter Bill. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister when time will be given 
to conclude the debate on the Second 
Reading of the Butter and Margarine 
Bill. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
We hope the Bill will secure its Second 
Reading to-day. 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister whether, seeing that owing to 
the uncertainty as to whether His 
Majesty’s Government will find time to 
pass an Eight Hours Mines Bill this 
session considerable unrest prevails 
among the miners, and that merchants 
decline to make new coal contracts over 
next year both for Home and export 
consumption, he will say if it is the in- 
tention of His Majesty’s Government to 
pass a Bill of this character during this 
session; and, if he cannot find time, 
whether he will ask the House to meet in 
the autumn to deal with this measure. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I can hardly give a definite Answer to 
my hon. friend. The time required for 
passing a Bill of this sort will depend, of 
course, upon its reception when presented 
to the House. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that there are in this 
House a large number of Members con- 
nected with the mining industry, repre- 
senting both employers and employed, 
and would it not therefore be possible for 
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this House to deal with the whole Ques- 
tion without taking further evidence. 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That does not arise out of the Question 
onthe Paper. Perhaps the hon. Member 
will give notice of it. 


Illegal Fishing Prosecutions in Scotland. 

Sm GEORGE DOUGHTY (Great 
Grimsby): I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister under what section of the 
Herring Fishery Act of 1889 the Scottish 
Office are entitled to prosecute British 
subjects for alleged illegal fishing in 
respect to an individual breach of the 
law or of any Scottish bye-law when no 
offence has been committed by the vessel 
or master to whom he is subordinate ; 
whether there is any precedent for 
prosecuting a subordinate fisherman for 
any alleged offence at sea by any 
maritime power adjoining the North Sea 
or elsewhere; whether, now that the 
Norwegian Government have come to an 
understanding with the Scottish Office 
that they will not support Norwegian 
masters any more in cases of proceedings 
against them in Scotland for trawling in 
the Moray Firth, they will in future con- 
sider the desirability and justice of prose- 
cuting the Norwegian master in accord- 
ance with precedent as the representative 
of the owners, and not prosecute English 
subordinate fishermen who had signed on 
in Norwegian vessels; and whether the 
Government will make it officially known 
at the fishery ports that the Government 
of Norway have surrendered their right 
to fish in the prohibited waters of the 
Moray Firth under the North Sea Con- 
vention and international law. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Fishery Board by-law No. 10, issued 
in terms of Section 7 of the Act, 1889, 
provides that no person shall use any 
beam or otter trawl, and British subjects 
offending against this provision are clearly 
liable to prosecution. I am not aware 
whether subordinate fishermen have been 
proceeded against by other maritime 
powers. With regard to the last part of 
the hon. Member’s Question, no surrender, 
such as is therein mentioned, has been 
made by the Norwegian Government, 
but as I informed the hon. Member on 
the 30th April the Norwegian Govern- 
ment have intimated that orders have 
been issued to the Fishery Director of 
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Norway to warn all owners of Norwegian 
fishing boats who trawl in the Moray 
Firth to cease from so doing, and not to 
expect the support of their Government 
in the case of proceedings against them 
in Scotland. 


Sir GEORGE DOUGHTY : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman answer the last 
paragraph of my Question ! 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN;: 
If it is usual no doubt it will be done, 
If it is not usual perhaps the hon. Mem. 
ber will put another Question. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman in favour of Eng- 
lish fishermen being accorded the same 
terms as the foreign fishermen ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir WILLIAM Brampton GURDON 
reported from the Committee of Selec- 
tion; That they had discharged the 
following Member from Standing Com- 
mittee C (in respect of the Patents and 
Designs Bill) : Mr. Munro Ferguson ; and 
had appointed in substitution (in respect 
of the Patents and Designs Bill): Mr. 
Stewart-Smith. 

Report to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 
PRIMOGENITUORE BILL. 

“To alter the Law relating to the 
descent of land upon an Intestacy,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Arnold Herbert ; supported 
by Mr. Micklem, Mr. Evans, Mr. Stewart- 
Smith, Mr. Stanger, Mr. Napier, Sir 
Albert Spicer, Mr. Herbert Craig, and 
Mr. Haworth ; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 4th June, and to be 
printed, [Bill 186.} 


RESTRAINT OF TRADE (SHOPS) BILL. 

“To render null and void certain pro- 
visions in shop assistants’ agreements,’ 
presented by Mr. Seddon ; supported by 
Mr. Frederick Edwin Smith, Mr. Shackle- 
ton, Mr. Scott, Mr. Ramsay Macdonald, 
Mr. Price, and Mr. Clement Edwards ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 5th June, and to be printed. [Bill 
187.] 





di 
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SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. | 

“To regulate and control Sunday 
Trading in Scotland,” presented by Mr. 
Cameron Corbett; to be read a second 
time, upon Wednesday, 5th June, and to 
be printed. [Bill 188.] 


PETTY wee: gage (IRELAND) 

“To amend the Law relating to Clerks 
of Petty Sessions in Ireland,” presented 
by Mr. Sloan ; supported by Mr. Wolff, 
Mr. Crean, and Mr. Flynn; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 189.] 


WAYS AND MEANS [247TH APRIL] 
REPORT. 

Order read, for further Consideration 
of First Resolution, “ That Income-tax 
shall be charged for the year beginning 
the sixth day of April, nineteen hundred 
and seven, at the rate of one shilling in 
the pound.” 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) moved an Amendment to reduce 
the income-tax from ls. to 11d. in the £. 
He pointed out that successive Chancellors 
of the Exchequer in their Budget state- 
ments had distinctly said that the income- 
tax payer ought to be the first to receive 
relief in respect of the extra war taxation, 
and yet, while indirect taxation had been 
reduced, the incume-tax had remained 
unchanged since 1904. A high income- 
tax was an undue burden upon trade and 
industry, and acted not only upon profits 
but upon wages, and it reduced, if it did 
not take away, the great financial reserve 
which a low income-tax gave us in time of 
emergency. Another reason against a high 
income-tax was the fact that the death 
duties taken together amounted to more 
than 2s. in the £. Why was it that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was driven 
to keep the income-tax at ls.? It was 
because during the last thirty or forty | 
years sources of revenue had been dropped 
which could not be resorted to now. They 
had been dropped gradually, until the 
right hon. Gentleman had come down to 
a very few sources, viz., liquor, tobacco, 
tea, and sugar. Would the right hon. 
gentleman or anybody suggest that the 
duties on these articles could be raised ? 
He thought not. Then, where was he to 
get his money to meet future expendi- 
ture? He was afraid that as the country 
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progressed in population and wealth, we 
should find that our expenditure would 
go on increasing from year to year, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
have to resort to other sources of revenue. 
At to what those sources should be, some 
would suggest that commodities coming 
from foreign countries should pay a small 
moderate duty for the use of our markets. 
It would be in many cases paid by the 
foreigners themselves, and it would bring 
in a very large revenue. He appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman to hold some 
hope that next year, at all events, the 
income-tax payer would be relieved of a 
portion of the burden of war taxation 
which he had borne till now with so much 
patience, 


Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth) seconded 
the Amendment as a protest against the 
ls. rate being considered the normal rate in 
a time of peace like the present. In the 
past ten years we had incurred enor- 
mous war expenditure, and the income- 
tax had gone up to as much as 1s. 4d. 
in the £. But notwithstanding that 
high rate, the average for the past ten 
years had only been 11d. and a fraction. 
if they went back to the Crimean War, 
52 years ago, the average for ten vears 
at that time was only 9}d., and _ tak- 
ing the whole sixty years it had been 
only 7d. in the £. Now in a time of 
peace they were told it could not be 
reduced below 1Is., and he feared that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer looked 
upon that as the normal rate. Mr. 
(;ladstone at one time spoke of abolish- 


ing it altogether, but it was clear 
that such a step was now totally 


outside the range of practical politics. 
The normal rate of the income-tax before 
the war was 8d., andit had stood at that 
for years. No one expected it to be 
raised or reduced. But to keep the tax 
at 1s. was a 50 per cent. increase, and an 
extremely serious matter. When the tax 
was raised from &d. to ls., and then to 
ls. 4d., it was thought the increase would 
be temporary, and it was paid. But if 
they made it Is. and then raised it to 
ls. 4d., and then to 1s. 6d., it was very 
questionable whether it would be paid 
with the same facility. If the tax 
was raised above the rate of 8d., the 
increase came out of the pockets of 
the saving classes in a cash form, which 
entailed one of two things, either that 
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they had to diminish their expenses, which 
meant a decrease of their spending power 
and a consequent decrease of wealth and 
labour in the country, or it must come out 
of the amount put aside as savings, which 
formed the very mainspring of the 
progress and enterprise of the country. 
It was the small income-tax payers who 
really were the saving class, and pro- 
vided the funds out of which great enter- 
prises were built up. When a war broke 
out and the income-tax was raised, these 
people cut down their expenses, probably 
thinking that the income-tax would 
shortly come back to its normal rate. But 
if they saw that the increased tax was 
going to become permanent, in all 
probability throughout the country they 
would cut down their expenses (he would 
be sorry to think for a moment that thev 
would give up ‘their habits of saving): 
that would mean a decrease of spending 
power, and it was on their savings that 
the tax would bear. He thought that 
some hon. Members on the other side 
would agree with them that at a time like 
the present some effort should be made 
toreduce thistaxation. On these grounds 
he had great pleasure in seconding the 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To Jeave out the words ‘one shilling,’ and 
insert tiie words ‘elevenpence,” —(Mr. Samue/ 
Roterts,)—instead thereof : 


Question proposed, “That the words 


‘one shilling,’ stand part of the said 
Resclution ” 
THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 


CHEQUER (Mr. Asquirn, Fifeshire, E.) 
said it was only out of respect to the 
hon. Gentlemen who had just spoken that 
he rose to say one or two words on this 
subject. The case had been put in a very 
moderate and able way by the hon. Gentle- 
man thefMember for the Ecclesall Di. isicn ; 
he had nothing to complain of in regard 
to the manner in which he had _ presented 
it to the House. The main point of his 
argument seemed to be directed against 
the expediency of having an income-tax 
at all except as an emergency tax. To 
keep the income-tax at some rate or 
another had necessarily come to be a 
permanent part of our financial machinery, 
but the statement had been wrongly 


imputed to him, though he had dis- | 


Mr, Feil, 
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claimed it more than once, that the 
income-tax should be kept permanently 
at 1s. He had _ never expressed 
nor held the opinion that the income- 
tax should permanently remain at 
the figure of Is. in the £. Therefore 
the sole question was whether, having 
regard to our financial position, any 
ground had been made out for a 
reduction. The hon. Gentleman h: 

adduced a new argument or one entirely 
new in his experience, that if they 
abolished the income-tax they would 
put out of employment the persons 
now engaged in its collection. He had 
the greatest possible desire not to reduce 
the revenue, but he did not think that 
the rentention of a tax would be justified 
on the ground that its abolition might 
lead to the diminution of the collecting 
machinery, and therefore the number of 
Government emplovees. But as a Matter 
of fact, if they looked at the past history 
of the tax, during the vears from 1806 
to 1816, when the country was very much: 
poorer than it was now, they would find 
that the tax was at the rate of 2s. in tl 
£, and that burden was willingly borne 


by our ancestors. 


The v when there « 
hat was when the! Was 


Mr. FELL: 


a war. 


Mr. ASQUITH! quite avreed. But 
if they referred to the War 
they should also refer to the Sout! 
African War. He _ was 
that in the early puirt of last century, 
when the country was much _ poorer, 
our ancestors tolerated an 
of 2s. in the £. and managed to live and 
thrive under that staggering burden. 


Crimean 





pointing owt 


income-tax 


Mr. FELL: It was taken off immedi- 
ately. 


Mr. ASQUITH said he agreed that it was 
taken off immediately; but there was a 
considerable margin of elasticity between 
is. and 2s., if the tax should ever again 
be raised to that figure. He did not 
think that was likely ; at least, he hoped 
not. But, as a matter of fact, they were, 
under his Budget proposals, giving con- 
siderable relief to the income-tax payers 
of the country, not merely in the case of 
small incomes, but in the case of earned 
incomes up to £2,000 a year. These 
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incomes would pay 9d. in the and | 
when they took into account the abate- 
ments which were allowed, together with | 
this relief, they would tind that a very 
large class, by far the larger body of the 
income-tax payers, paid on the average 
not more than 5d., 7d., or 8d. in the £. 
Therefore, whatever arguments might 
be adduced in favour of this reduction, he 
considerably 


thought they were very 
minimised when the House took into 
consideration the actual relief that 


was being given. He was afraid it 
was impossible for him to go any further 
at the present time, and he hoped the 
House 
the duty at the figure to which it was 
raised by his predecessor in office. 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER (Liverpool, 
urged that there was an obliga- 
tion on the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue to look carefully into the 
ax with a view to placing it on 
i periectly fair basis, so that a man, in 
paying it, could feel that he was only 
paying What was honestly due from him ; 
for that reason, as regarded 


Everton 


mcome-t 


ind it was 


th 1e question of unearned income, that he | 


a few words. One point 


hink ix had been de salt 


ed to sav 





} » did not f 
with had — to junior partnerships 
and this relief of 3d. in the £. Unless 
some steps were taken to place the 
matter ona different basis, in the case of a 
frm making £10,000 per annum, of which 
the junior partners received £1,000 per 
annum, the junior partners would 
have no opportunity or means so to 
arrange their claim form exemption that 


they would be able to take advantage | 


of the 3d. in the £, to which they were as 
much entitled as any other payers of 
income-tax. Another point was how the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer intended 


to deal with those concerns which were | 


converted into limited companies. 
Many small concerns which had a profit 
of from £1,500 to £2,000 a year were 
entitled to claim the relief of 3d. in the £ 
Many businesses, for family or other 
Tfeasons, were converted into limited 
companies. The shares in the new con- 
cern, representing goodwill or a small 
amount of capital, would receive divi- 
dends, and the question was whether those 
dividends were to be regarded as unearned 
income on which no relief was to be given. 


vould assent to the retention of | 
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He could assure the right hon. Gentleman 
| that there was a very larger number who, 
for certain purposes, had converted their 
| businesses into limited companies, and 
| they would find themselves deprived of the 
relief given under the Bill. On the princi- 
ple of averages, a man, when his average 
was quite properly called 
upon to pay the income-tax in respect 
lof it. When, on the other hand, his 
business was decreasing and his profits 
were going down, when he made a sudden 
and heavy loss, as from a colliery ex- 
plosion, or some other adverse incident 
of business, then, at that very time, 
when his capital was all important to him, 
he was penalised by a demand for income- 
tax, which made the poor man poorer, and 
placed him in a very serious position. 
No one could complain if he only paid 
on the profits for that year, but it would 
thing if a man 
business was 


increased, 


ibe a most serious 


had to pay 
showing a loss. His losses might be such 
as to make him bankrupt, and at the 
same time his creditors would have to pay 
a large amount in respect of income-tax 
based on profits which did not rea‘ 
exist. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
nian would consider that question. He 
thoroughly appreciated the effect of the 
average, still he thought it was not a 
right thing, and it ought to be abolished. 


when his 


shall be 


very 


Mr. ASQUITH: I 
glad to do that 

Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said that 
if the right hon. Gentleman was abolishing 
| it in regard to a new business, he did not 
see why he could not do so in regard to 


others. There was no fairness what- 
‘ever in making a man who had lost 
money pay a heavy sum in income- 


sorry to see that 
exchequer did 
Conference 


tax. He was rather 
the Chancellor of the 
not deal at the Colonial 
with the question of (olonial companies 
and income-tax. 


Mr. ASQUITH : I have discussed that 
question with the Colonial Premiers at 
another conference. 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said he was 
glad to hear that. There were many 
other ways of dealing with preference than 
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by duties, and they might very well con- 
sider whether they could not deal with this 
question so that shareholders of com- 
panies registered in this country but trans- 
acting the whole of their business in the 
Colonies should not have to pay income- 
tax both here and in the Colonies. With 
regard to the question of interest, he 
urged that if the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer taxed interest on the credit 
side, it was only fair and reasonable that 
he should make an allowance in respect 
of interest appearing on the debit side. 
The present practice was an absolutely 
dishonest attempt to extort money from 
income-tax payers. So long as they 
taxed a man’s credit interest and did not 
make an allowance for his debit interest, 
so long would they have men saying, “ We 
are dishonestly dealt with, and we will do 
the best we can to put ourselves straight 
in our own particular way.” Honesty 
was the best policy, but if they swindled 
they must not be astonished if people 
endeavoured to get quits with them. 
In the matter of depreciation, the Inland 
Revenue distinctly swindled the public. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I would remind the 
hon. Member that the only question 
mmediately before the House is the 
reduction of the tax from 1s. to 11d. 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said he 
was contending that it should be re- 
reduced because the practices of the 
income-tax officials were not consistent 
with the principles of common honesty. 
If the income-tax was to remain at 
Is.,:;men ought to be made to feel that 
they were being honestly dealt with, and 
were not the victims of oppression. That 
could only be done if they applied the 
principles that obtained as _ between 
man and man in a mercantile community. 
If they applied principles which savoured 
of extortion, there would be a perpetual 
effort to evade the tax. 


*Mr. EVERETT (Suffolk, Woodbridge) 
said that Sir Michael Hicks-Beach, who 
was for several years Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in the late Conservative Gov- 
ernment, speaking at Bristol, on 29th 
September, 1902, said— 

‘They would remember that he told them 
that in the last seven years the ordinary ex- 
penditure of the country had increased at 
no less a rate than £5,500-000 a year! They 


Mr. Harmood Banner. 
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could not go on that way. They must stop 
that rate of increase. If they did not what 
would happen? He would tell them. A 
ls. income-tax would be utterly insufficient 
for the needs of the country even in time of 
peace: and all the people who complained now 
of the small taxation that had been imposed 
upon sugar and corn would be face to face 
with heavy taxation, not only on those articles 
but perhaps on other great articles of popular 
consumption. They would have changed their 
fiscal system from one of light taxation such 
as had prevailed for forty years, and under 
which the industries of the country had been 
enormously developed, to a system of heavy 
taxation which would keep those industries 
down.” 

There was the real explanation of income 
tax at Is. in the £. Hon. Gentleman 
opposite during their ten years of power 
had increased the annual expenditure 
of the nation—chiefly by increase of 
armaments—by nearer £50,000,000 than 
£40,000,000 a year. Yet they complained 
of the taxes their profligate extravagance 
had made necessary. He hoped hon. 
Gentlemen on his side of the House 
would have their support when they 
endeavoured—as they meant to 
to get reduced the present bloated 
expenditure upon the Navy and _ the 
Army. They wanted the 
old-age pensions, of which | 
to sav the Chancellor had now definitely 
given a promise, for which 
even if it meant 
income-tax at Is. in the £ he 
heartily to thank him. 


do— 


money for 


e rejou ed 


promise, 
continuance of the 


desired 


*\Ir. GEORGE FABER ( York) said it was 

perfectly true that they were not entitled 
to say that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer held out the prospect to the House 
of Commons that an income-tax of ls. 
in the £ must remain for all time, but the 
right hon. Gentleman certainly did say 
that— 

“The Chancellor of the Excheyuer ought 

to budget not for one year but for several 
years.” 
That indicated that a ls. income-tax 
would remain for some years to come. 
But how did the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer justify a war income-tax and 
war indirect taxation in a time of peace ! 
The right hon. Gentleman said— 

“ What is a war tax? It is not a tax that is 
put on to last during a war and to come to an 
end the moment peace is concluded$ and 
your Army is withdrawn from the field. It is 
a tax which is put on to meet the extra burden 
imposed on the country by waging war, and 
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so long as that extra burden remains—and it 
remains to the tune of £130,000,000 of extra 
debt—the claim of a war tax to be removed is, 
in my opinion, an inadmissible claim.” 


The right hon. Gentleman therefore based 
his action on the proposition that we 
were not entitled to peace taxation until 
this £130,000,000 was paid off. But 
preaching was one thing and practice 
another. The preaching of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer as to the im- 
possibility of putting taxation on a peace 
while the war debt remained 
differed from his practice, because the 
only new debt reduction this year was 
£1,500,000, apart from the action of the 
Old and New Sinking Fund Acts, which 
automatic, and this £1,500,000 
was ear-marked for the purpose of 
old-age pensions next year; so that 
this year we should be paying 
nothing at all extra to reduce the 
national debt. He would like to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman what exactly he 
meant when he said in his Budget speech 
that the delay in the collection of the 
income-tax was almost entirely due to 
the persons directly assessed, and to 
whom he was going to give relief. The 
right hon. Gentleman said— 


basis 


was 


alter 


“We intend that the English machinery shall 
be levelled up so that it may withequal efficiency 
correspond to the admirable machinery at work 
in Scotland.” 


Did he mean by that that the income- 
tax in England which was not collected 
until towards the end of the financial year 
was collected at a much earlier period in 
Scotland ? 


Mr. ASQUITH said that the law was 
the same for both countries, but the 
practice was different. 


*Mr. GEORGE FABER said that he 
wanted to see how this particular pro- 
position was going to work out. Were 
the income-tax payers in England to 
pay at an earlier date than hitherto ? 
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the income-tax to 11d. as proposed in 
the Amendment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that it was 
in order to argue that, if a larger 
revenue was anticipated from a 
more rigid system of collection, the 


income-tax should be smaller in amount. 


*Mr. GEORGE FABER 
it had appeared to him that the 
questions he was putting to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer were relevant 
in the sense suggested by Mr. Speaker ; 
and no doubt with his ordinary courtesy 
the right Gentleman would give 
him an answer at some later period of 
the debates on these matters, 


said that 


hon. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
said he had asked the other day 
whether the ls. income-tax would be 
ptid upon pensions, and the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said that the 
qliestion was open to argument. Since 
then he had received many letters on 
this subject from many classes of pen- 
sioners. He would put to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer three typical cases 
in which he thought the reduced rate of 
9d. should be allowed. They were 


those of a man who had retired 
from the Trish Constabulary after 
forty years’ service, an English Civil 
servant who had served tor a_ full 


pension, and an Indian Civil servant 
who had served thirty-five years. He 
contended that the pensions they received 
and the allowances made in the case of 
Indian Civil servants to their widows 
and orphans were nothing but deferred 
pay, and therefore should not be liable 


to the full rate of income-tax. He 
knew there was an impression that 
Indian Civil servants had large 


savings, but surely that tradition had 
gone for ever. Very few of the Indian 
Civil servants, for instance, brought 


| home any savings after thirty-five years’ 
| service, and when they came back it was 


| quite impossible for them to take part 


Mr. ASQUITH, on a point of order, 
asked Mr. Speaker what possible relevance | 
the hon. Gentleman’s observations in | 
regard to the screwing up of the collection | 
of the income-tax had to the reduction of | 


in public life, unless they had private 


resources, and they were, in almost 
all cases, owing to age and other 
/circumstances, unable to earn any 


money in England by means of 








255 Ways {COMMONS} and Means, 256 
other pursuits. He submitted that |cellor of the Exchequer did not adopt 
the Irish, English, and Indian Civil | the larger figure was, he supposed, 
servants were deserving of consideration. | that he did not think that his abate- 
[An Hon. Memper: And the Scottish.]/ ment would have much effect. More- 
He had always thought the Scottish over, the three following Sudget 


people were capable of looking after 
themselves, but he had no objection to say 
that he thought that the Irish, English, 
Indian, Scottish Civil 
deserved consideration. They were now 


and servants 
expected to feed other people’s children 
as well as their own, and in this way the 
rates were ever increasing. An inco 1e- 
tax of £50 on a total income of £1,000 
a year was very heavy indeed in the case 
of men had been accustomed to 
good positions and had done the State 
some service. He did not exclude any per- 
sioners. A retired ambassador was the 
man who had the largest pension, and he 
did not hesitate to say hardly anyone 
could be poorer than an ex-ambassador 
who had no resources beyond his pension. 
He urged the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, with all the insistence of which 
he was possessed, to give all pensions the 
The Indian 


who 


lower rate of income-tax. 


Civil servant had a particularly strong, 


case, as he contributed at least half, and 
often nearly the whole of the capital sum 
from which his pension came, which 
capital sum was lost to his family on his 
death. He read letters from gentlemen 
possessing such pensions, and other 
pensions showing the history of such 
cases, and how unjust it would be to 
treat such pensions like unearned income. 


He urged the Chancellor of the Ex- | ; ; 
os | body would have to disclose their capital 


chequer to give the matter his most 
earnest consideration. 


Sir F. 
supported the Amendment because he 
thought the proposed abatement would 


not meet the whole case, although 
it might appear to accord with 


the wishes of a great number of people. 

The income-tax produced £32,000,000, 

and at therate of abatement proposed 

the reduction should be, not £1,250,000, 

but £3,250,000. The 
Mr. Rees. 


reason the Chan- 


BANBURY (City of London) 


Resolutions more than took away the 
advantage which was supposed to be 
given, Another serious point was that 
the 


no one was supposed to make a 


under present income-tax system 
full 
return of all his income, but under the 
proposals of the right hon. Gentleman 
persons desiring to claim the reduction 
would have to show not only that their 
income did not exceed £2,000, but what 
was their total income from dividends on 


the capital which they held. That 
would havea very serious effect upon City 
ind professional men. In the case of 


a man whose income amounted to 
£2,000 altogether, £1,500 a 
his business and £500 the interest 
£10,000 which he had saved, in order to 
get the 3d. rebate he have to 
disclose not only that he was earning 
£1,500 a but also his capital, 
which would matter 
for him. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer no doubt would say that all the 


vear from 


on 
would 


year, 


be a very serious 


officials were sworn to secrecy, but there 
of 


Commissioners, and they, although very 


were a large number income-tax 


estimable people, might very well talk to 
their wives and families or other people, 


| One of the Commissioners was a member 


of the Stock Exchange, and under this 
proposal all the 500 members of that 


to him, which was not a desirable state of 
things. 


Mr. ASQUITH: They can go before 


Special Commissioners if they choose. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that might be 
so, but he believed the proposals of the 
right hon. Gentleman would be detri- 
mental to those engaged in the business 
of the country. He thought the ad- 
visors of the right hon. Gentleman were 


| perfectly well aware of that, and that was 
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to 


why they had allowed for a rebate of 
only £1,250,000 instead of £3,250,000. 
The same thing would happen in the case 
of the professional man. A_ barrister, 
for instance, might not get all the 
briefs he thought he ought to have 
and he would not want to disclose 
to the public and solicitors how few 
he received. He had _ been asked 
in the city to draw the attention 
of the right hon. Gentleman, although 
he was afraid he should not succeed in 
getting him to alter his determination, 
to the question of wasting securities. 
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| 


It was very hard that the wasting securi- | 


ties should be dealt with in the way in 
which they were by the Income Tax 
of the 
of a company where the capital was 
£1,000,000. 
the possible working out of the field 


Commissioners. He knew case 


In order to provide for 


of operations in seven years over 
£311,000 was put aside, and £145,000 was 
similarly treated for 
machinery and _ buildings, 
total of £457,000, and leaving available 
for dividend only £143,000. 
tax, however, lumped all these sums 
together and charged income-tax on over 
£600,000. Not only that, they had to 
pay on that £457,000 for seven years, 
and if any of the unfortunate shareholders 
died their estates had to pay the death 
duties as well. That was really a state 
of things which could not be defended. 
It had this disadvantage that, instead of 
encouraging thrift im companies and 
individuals and leading them to set 
aside money to provide for deprecia- 
the State penalised them for 
doing so. The effect of the whole of 


The income- 


tion, 


the right hon. Gentleman’s proposals | 


went in the direction of penalising thrift. 
Mr. ASQUITH : I am not responsible 
for this practice. It has been in exist- 


ence for sixty-five years. 


Sir F. 


depreciation of | 
making a! 


BANBURY understood that | 





| 
| 
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the House consider the case of a man 
with £1,900 a year. If he spent the 
£1,900 a year he would pay 9d. income- 
tax, whereas if he spent only £500 a year 
and saved the rest and in consequence 
obtained his income from his savings he 
would have to pay Is. He thought 
that the right hon. Gentleman was as 
responsible for this injustice as any other 
Chancellor of the Exchequer during the 
last sixty-five years. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) agreed with the last speaker 
that a man who had saved money out 
of income was entitled as a matter of 
justice and equity to pay at the lower 
rate both upon his earned and unearned 


income in the year. He thought the 
abatement should act equally upon 
the income of the earned part and 
upon that which was derived from 


capital which had been saved out of 
income. In Scotland, while they were 
eager and burning to pay this tax, they 
did so at the point of the bayonet. They 
liked to come to the collector and pay 
their doles at the right time, but in this 
regard they were driven in Scotland to 
He 
Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was going to do to mend 
matters. The House 

but the Chancellor of 
well aware that there 
difference between the system 
adopted for Scotland and that adopted 
for England. In Scotland, after the 
income-tax was assessed, the collection 
of the tax was effected by a revenue 
officer armed with all the powers con- 
ferred upon him by the State. He 
knocked at one’s door at the beginning 
of January, and if he was not successful 
in collecting the tax he knocked again 
at the beginning of February. If the tax 
was not paid then, about the 15th of 
February came the process of law. The 
collection was effected by public officers, 


pay much sooner than in England. 
wished to know what the 


might not know 
the Exchequer 
was was a 


serious 


| fi : : : 
the Government were returned to remedy | who discharged their duty without fear or 


abuses and to redress grievances. 


Let | favour. 


In England, after the tax was 
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assessed, collectors, who had no special 
qualifications for the office, were told 
to collect it. 
and be put off, until in some cases 
the tax was not collected till June. 
Only that evening he had been told 
by an hon. Member that he 
paid his income-tax until the middle of 
June, and saw no reason why he should 
pay it earlier. Why did not the right 
hon. Gentleman take steps to improve 
the collection in England? If the tax 
England half as well 


never 


was collected in 
as in Scotland it 
more easily and 
The income-tax was a farmed 


would be collected 
the yield would be 
greater. 
tax collected by people who were paid 
for collecting it. The Scottish method 
was a far better one and compelled his 
countrymen who did not care to part with 
their money to pay up in February. 
A platonic explanation of agreement with 
what he said was not enough. A little more 
was required from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer than the profession of a desire 
or even a promise to collect this money 
better. 
it was put into a more concrete form 


This was no new complaint, but 


because associations were being formed 
in Scotland their object 
the better collection of the tax. Now 
that everyone was to be swept into the 
net it 
weight than ever 


having for 


would fall with much greater 


before upon the 
shoulders of the people. If the 
right hon. Gentleman meant to catch 
those who had possibly escaped before 
he would have to give some promise 
that the collection of the tax in England 
should pass into the hands of gentlemen 
who would discharge their duty with 
regularity. Moreover, while the financial 
year ended on the 5th of April and 
the income up to the end of that 
year was the income upon which the 
income-tax was collected, the payment 
of that tax was due on the Ist of January. 
Men were called upon, in fact, to pay the 
tax before it was due. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would also look 
into the incidence of the tax. There 
Mr, Alexander Cross. 
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They might make a call | 
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were a great many people who were going 
to be hard hit by it, therefore he de- 
sired that the tax should be collected 
under the best conditions. It would 
be no doubt a serious thing for the country 
to lose a quarter of the year’s income, but 
they in Scotland complained that they 
were compelled to pay their income-tax 
in the middle of February which was too 
soon. He would not be surprised if the 
right hon. Gentleman had greater trouble 
in the future than he had had in the past 
to collect the tax inScotland. He himself 
felt that he would be quite justified 
in telling his friends in Scotland not to 
pay until the system of collection was 
altered in England. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would give some assur- 
ance that he would take the measures 
necessary to remedy the injustice done 
to Scotland in this matter. 


*Srm J. JARDINE 


said he did not intend to digress, but 


(Roxburghshire 


would keep strictly to the point of the 
shilling income-tax. So far as he could 
ascertain there was no expectation among 
the commercial or financial classes that 
the income-tax would be further reduced 
until more of the debt caused by the 
Boer War had been paid off. If they 
came to the capitalist classes—those 
who invested in Consols or holders 
of good securities that went up and 
down with Consols—there was general 
satisfaction in their at the 
retention of the shilling limit, because 
they knew it was the only way of stopping 
the depreciation of their capitalised 
Amongst the thousands of 


minds 


securities. 
income-tax payers a vast number would 
benefit by the reductions already pro- 
posed. The great majority of income- 
tax payers were most eager for the war 
when it began, and again at the General 
Election of 1900, they showed by their 
votes that they wished to spend more on 
it. With £138,000,000 sterling of War 
Debt still to pay, they were fully aware 
as honest men that they must keep on 
paying the shilling income-tax until the 
national credit was improved. 
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Sr THOMAS LOWE (Birmingham, 
Edgbaston) said he wished the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer seriously to con- 
sider whether Is. was not too high a 
figure for the income-tax in time of 
peace. Personally he thought 1s. was 
far too high a figure, and he would 
vote for any reduction which was pro- 
posed. This tax ought to be looked 
upon in regard to its effect upon com- 
merce and the general prosperity of the 
country. However much one might 
hear of the large volume of exports and 
imports, it was a fact that the trade of 
the country was far from good at the 
present time. Many hon. Members 
would agree that they were not re- 
ceiving so large an income as they were 
two or three years ago. The only people 
who were receiving as much as they did 
in former years were the members of the 
Government who drew large salaries 
which were not subject to any fluctua- 
tion. If the 
duced it would tend to check enterprise, 


income-tax was not re- 


cripple industry, and destroy confidence. 


He thought the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would find that it would 
extend trade and improve the _ pros- 


perity of the country in other directions 
the Amendment, 
would be 


and 
than 
sources of 


if he accepted 
the difference 
from 


more 
made up other 
revenue. 
taxation. The income-tax was too great 
a temptation to Chancellors of the Ex- 
chequer, because it was easy to collect 
and obviated the necessity of 
his ingenuity in other directions. As 
a means of conducing to the 
perity of the country it would be wiser 


pros- 


and sounder finance to look out for other | 
sources of taxation, and he hoped that | 


when the right hon. Gentleman produced 
year he would 


his Budget next 


point of view of revenue, but also 


It was far more just and also | 
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from the point of view of the effect 
it would have upon the general trade 
and prosperity of the country. 


Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.) asked 
what was going to be done in re- 
gard to incomes from profit sharing 
in various companies. There were a 
good many men who were in receipt of 
small salaries and the rest of their income 
was from shares in various companies. 
He thought that such men should have 
the advantage of the reduction of 3d, 
in the £ If that was not done the 
companies would probably alter their 
arrangements and pay their men in the 
form of increased salaries instead of 
partly in the form of dividends. He also 
asked the right hon. Gentleman to recon- 
sider his decision not to allow a three 
years’ average to be taken. The proposal 
to pay the income-tax for the present 
year came as a double hardship to many 
firms whose profits had been very bad. 
He knew that the whole question was 
very much involved and complicated, 
but he thought such people as he had 
mentioned should have some consideration 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Mr. ASQUITH reminded the House 
of the arrangement made not to continue 
the debate for more than an hour and a 
half, and suggested that a decision should 


: : | now be taken. 
expedient not to apply too much direct | 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR (Ci y of London) 


|said the Opposition did not desire to 


| discuss this Resolution further, and as 


the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer exercising | 


not | 
only consider the income-tax from the | 


regarded the remaining Resolutions he 
hoped they would be passed rapidly. 
But by passing those Resolutions sub 
silentio it must not be taken that the 
Opposition accepted them ; they retained 
full liberty to discuss the questions 
involved at a later stage. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 323; 
Noes, 87. (Division List No. 163.) 


AYES. 


Abraham,William (Cork,N.E.) | Acland, Francis Dyke 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Agnew, George William 
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' Alden, Percy 
{ Ambrose, Robert 
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A mitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 


Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | 


Barker, John 

Barlow,John Emmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


| 


{COMMONS} 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 


Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. | 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C.( Barrow-in- Furness) 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Elibank, Master of 


| E-:kine, David C. 


Barry,Redmond J. (Tyrone,N.) 


Beale, W. P. 
Beauchamp, E. 
Bellairs, Carlyon 


Benn,W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. | 


3ennett, E. N. 

Bethell,SirJ.H (Essex,Romf’rd 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Blake, Edward 

Bowerman, (. W. 

Brace, William 

Branch, James 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Brunner, RtHnSirJ.T.(Cheshire 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Burke E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 


| Everett, R. Lacey 
| Faber, G. H. (Boston) 


Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 


| Ginnell, L. 
| Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert John 


Glendinning, R. G. 


| Glover, Thomas 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 


) Greenwood, Hamar (York) 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 


| Hall, Frederick 
Halpin, J. 
| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 


Buxton, Rt.Hn. SydneyCharles | 
| Harwood, George 
| Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 


Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 
Cameron, Robert 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 


Causton,Rt.Hn. RichardKnight | 
| Healy, Timothy Michael 

| Hedges, A. Paget 

| Henry, Charles 8. 

| Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe 


Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cherry, Rt. Hon.R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett.CH (Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 


| 


| 


Harrington, Timothy 
Hart- Davies, T’. 


Haworth, Arthur A. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 


Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 


| Holt, Richard Durning 


Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Illingworth, Percy H. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh S$.) | Jowett, F. W. 
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| Joyce, Michael 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kettle, Thomas Michael 
Kilbride, Denis 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal,E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alport 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morrell, Philip 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN. (Don:ast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


' O'Doherty, Philip 


O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Grady, J. 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax ) 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs, Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Phil'ipps,Col. lvor(S’thampton) 


‘ Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
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Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, W. E. B. (Bradford, E. ) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Radford, G. H. 

tainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

ea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rendall, Atherstan 


Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’m’ pt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H.(Denbighs. ) 
Robertson,SirG.Scott(Bradf’rd) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, Ss. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Scarisbrick, T. T, L. 





Ac land-Hood,Rt Hn.SirAlex. F. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Balfour, RtHn. A.J. (City Lond. 
sanbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmoed- 
Baring,Capt. Hn.G( Winchester) 
Barrie, H. 'T. (Londonderry,N.) 
Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks- 
seckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Soyle, Sir Edward 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R.(Marylebone, E.) 
Clark, Geo. Smith (Belfast, N.) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Artrim,S. | 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Cross, Alexander 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir FredDixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Ake's- 
Faber, George Denison (York) 


Resolution agreed to. 
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Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 
Snowden, P. 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. ) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


| Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury 
| Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 


Thomasson, Franklin 


| Tillett, Louis John 


Tomkinson, James 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
pan ca 
loulmin, George 


! Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


NOES. 


Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gordon, J. 

Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashi’rd 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 
Hervey, F.W.F(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,&. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Milimay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 
Nicholson,Wm. G.( Petersfield) 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
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Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henr 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward,John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Waring, Walter 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


| Wason,JohnCathcart (Orkney) 
| Waterlow, D. S. 


Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wilson, Hon.C.H. W.(Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N. ) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Pease, HerbertPike (Darlington 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
{utherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sassoon, Siz Edward Albert 
Sheftield,SirBerkeleyGeorge D. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Staveley-Hill, Henry (Staff’sh. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E.Howard 
Walker,Col. W. B.. (Lancashire 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Samuel Roberts and Mr. 
Fell. 
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WAYS AND MEANS [2471 APRIL] | 
REPORT. | 


Order read, for Consideration of Second | 
and Subsequent Resolutions. 


Resolutions considered. 


Second Resolution. 


{COMMONS} 


and Means. 
ESTATE DUTY. 


268 


2. “That in the case of persons dying 
on or after the nineteenth day of April, 
nineteen hundred and seven, the rates of 
Estate duty under section seventeen of 
The Finance Act, 1894, be amended so 


| that— 





Where the Principal Value of the Estate | I 


Exceeds— 
£ £ 


150,000 and does not exceed 250,009 


250,000 - ‘3 500,000 
500,000 . ; 750,000 
750,000 ‘ m 1,000,000 | 
1,000,000 “ is 1,500,000 | 
1,500,000 . ’ 2,000,000 
2,000,000 “ = 2,500,000 
2,500,000 ; ~ 3,000,000 | 
| 
| 
| 
3,000,000 . . . ail 
| 


Estate Duty shall be payable 


at the rate per cent. of In-tead of 


Seven pounds - 2 - | Six pounds 
ten shillings 


Light pounds - - Seven pounds 
Nine pounds. - Seven pounds 
ten shillings 
Ten pounds Seven pounds 
ten shillings 


‘Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and eleven pounds on the 
remaincer 

Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 

and twelve pounds on 

the remainder 


pounds 


‘Ten pounds on one million | Eight 
and thirteen pounds on 
the remainder 

Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and fourteen pounds on 
the remainder 

Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 

and fifteen pounds on 


the remainder. 





Read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That this House doth agree with the | 


Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.) said that after the arrange- 
ment which had been arrived at he 


hoped the discussion would not be con- | 
tinued. They would be allowed to debate | 


this question upon a later occasion. 


| Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) asked 
ithe Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
| could see his way to graduate more 
| finely, and instead of jumping from 7 per 
cent. to 8 per cent. to go from 7 per cent. 

to 7°] per cent., 7°2 per cent., and so on. 
| In that way he would be able to get more 
| money. 


| An HON. MEMBER: It would be 


more trouble. 
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Question put. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 

Alden, Percy 

Ambrose, Robert 

Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow,Jn. Emmott (Somerset) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, W.(‘TowerHamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, 'T. H. D. 
Bethell,SirJ.H.( Essex, Romford 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Blake, Edward 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Branch, James 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

3rigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J. F, L. (Lanes.,Leigh) 
Brunner, Rt HnSirJ.T.(Cheshire 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, RtHn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. . 
Corbett,C:H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 


May 1907} 
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| The House divided :—Ayes, 329; Noes, 


| 84. 


AYES. 


Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randa? 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H. (St.Pancras,N,. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Dutly, William J. 


Duncan,C.(Barrow-in-Furness) 


Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major EMartin( Walsall) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F, 
Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone,Rt.HnHerbert John 
Glendinning, R. G. 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 

Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hedges, A. Paget 
Henderson,J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert,T. Arnold (Wycombe) 


(Div:sion List No. 164.) 


Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 


| Jenkins, J. 


Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kettle, Thomas Michael 
Killbride, Denis 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb. Edmund G. (Leominster) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 


| Law, Hugh A. (Donegal W.) 


Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 


| Lehmann, R. C. 


Lever, A.Levy (Essex, Harwich) 


| Levy, Maurice 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’glis) 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison. Frederick 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Mooney, J. J. ; 
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Morgan,G. Hay (Cornwall) © 
Morgan, J.Lloyd (Camarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Murnaghan, George 

Murray, James; 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Grady, J. 

O'Hare, Patrick 

0’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

0’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 


Ways 


{COMMONS} 


Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th { Taylor, Theodore C 


and Means. 272 


. (Radcliffe) 


Richards,T.F. (Wolverhampt’n | Tennant, Sir Edwarc 1(S: suey 


Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson,SirGScott (Bradford 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) j 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 


| Roche, John (Galway, East) 


| Roe, 


Sir Thomas 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rowlands, J. 


; Runciman, Walter 


| Rutherford, 


Russell, T. W. 


V. H. (Brentford) 


| Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 


| Searisbrick, 


Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) | 


Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Col. Ivor(S’thampton) 
Philipps, Owen C. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, C.E. 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E.) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Ro?land 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Reddy, M. 

X%edmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rendall, Athlestan 
Renton, Major Lesl'e 


Acland-Hood, RtHn.SirAlex. F, 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Balfour, RtHn A.S.(CityLond. ) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Baring,Capt. Hn.G( Winchester) 
Barrie,H. T. (Londonderry, N.) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil Lord R. (Marylebone, E. ) 
Clark,GeorgeSmith (Belfast, N.) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. ) 


(Pembroke) | 


| 
t 


| Sileock, 


(Edinb’gh, Central) | 


©. Tks. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H. (Ashton under Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Sheehy. David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald 


| Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, 8.) 


Snowden, P. 
Stanger, H. Y. 





| Wedgwood, 
| Weir, 


Mackenzie | 


| Stanley, Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) | 


| Stewart, 
| Strachey, 


| Cross, 


Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) | 


Steadman, W. C. 

Halley (Greenock) 
Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mie End) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 


NOES. 


Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Dixon- Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Wilson, 


| Young, 


} 


Thomas,SirA. (Glamorgan, EF.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Ward, W. Dudley(Southampton 
Waring, Walter 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart( Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. ; 
Watt, Henry A. 

Josiah C, 

James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dubartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’a 
Wilson, Hon.C. H.W. (Huli,W. 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
P.W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Samuel 


Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 
Pease. 


| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


Faber, George Denison (York) | 


Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gordon, J. 

Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 





| Mason, James 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Dublin,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 

F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfi>ld) 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington) 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson, John FrederickPeel 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon,:Sir Edward Albert 
Sheffield, Sir BerkeleyGeorg«D. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Starkey, John R. 
Staveley-Hill, Henry (Staff’sh. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson,W. Mitchell-(Lanark 
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Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. W.H. (Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 


Third Resolution— 


INCOME- TAX (INCLUSION OF ALL 
OFFICES AND EMPLOYMENTS IN 
SCHEDULE E). 

3. “That the Income-tax charged on 
offices or employments of profit, whether 
public or not, be charged under Schedule 
E in The Income-Tax Act, 1853.” 


Disagreed to. 
Resolutions— 


INCOME-TAX (LIMITATION ON THE 
AGGREGATE AMOUNT OF DEDUC- 
TIONS OR REPAYMENTS FOR WEAR 
AND TEAR). 

4. “That no deduction or repayment 
be allowed in any year in respect of the 
diminished value, by reason of wear and 
tear, of any machinery or plant which, 
when added to the deductions or repay- 
ments allowed on that account in previous 
years, will make the aggregate amount of 
the deductions or repayments exceed the 
actual cost of the machinery or plant.” 


INCOME-TAX (ABOLITION OF REPAY- 
MENTS IN RESPECT OF ASSESS- 
MENT ON AVERAGE INCOME). 

5, “That any abatement, relief, or 
repayment of Income-tax under section 
one hundred and thirty-three of The 
Income-Tax Act, 1842, as amended by 
section six of The Revenue Act, 1865, 
shall cease.” 


INCOME-TAX (ASSESSMENT ON TRADES, 

ETC., RECENTLY COMMENCED). 

6. “That Income-tax charged under 
Schedule D in 
1853, on professions, trades, or vocations 
shall, in the case of professions, trades, 
or vocations which have been set up or 
commenced within the three years on 
which the average income is to be com- 
puted under The Income-Tax Acts or 
within the year of assessment, be charged 
with reference to the actual profits or 
gains arising in the year of assessment.” 


Agreed to. 


Ordered, ‘That it be an Instruction to 


the Gentlemen appointed to bring in a, 


Bill upon the Resolutions reported from 


{8 May 1907} 


Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 

| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George | 


The Income-Tax Act, | 


[Consolidated Fund]. 274 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Hicks Beach and Mr. 
Watson Rutherford. 





the Committee of Ways and Means on 
the 1st day of this instant May, and then 
agreed to by the House, that they do 
make provision therein pursuant to the 
Resolutions agreed to by the House this 
day.” —(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


LOCAL TAXATION GRANTS [CON- 
SOLLDATED FUND). 

Resolution reported, “That it is ex- 
pedient that the following grants to 
Local Taxation Accounts, namely—(1) 
The Estate Duty grants paid under 
section nineteen of The Finance Act, 
1894; and (2) The Agricultural Rates 
grant paid under section two of the 
Agricultural Rates Act, 1896; and (3) 
The Scottish Agricultural Rates grant 
paid under section three of The Agri- 
cultural Rates, Congested Districts, and 
Burgh Land Tax Relief (Scotland) Act, 
1896, instead of being paid out of the 
revenues out of which they are payable 
under the present law, be charged on and 
prid out of the Consolidated Fund, but 
in the case of the grants which are 
payable during the continuance of any 
temporary Act, only so long as that Act 
is continued, and that where under the 
present law the proceeds of any duties 
are paid to any local taxation account, a 
sum equal to the proceeds of those duties 
at their present rates be paid to that 
account out of the Consolidated Fund, 
and the actual proceeds of the duties be 
paid into the Exchequer.” 


*Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury) said this was a very im- 
portant Resolution and he hoped the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
forgive him if he asked information 


on one or two points arising on it. He 
observed that it only alluded to a portion 
of the Imperial taxes paid into the 
Local Taxation Account. The licences 
for the retailing of beer and _ spirits, 
the ordinary Excise licences, gun licences, 
dog licences, licences for armorial bearings, 
and various things of that kind were 
all paid into the Local Taxation Account, 
but did not appear to come under this 
Resolution. ‘lhe Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had told them that the 
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change which he proposed was really | before the House a mutter of great 


a book-keeping change, and that it 
would not affect the local authorities 
at all. The right hon. Gentleman led 
the House to understand that the local 
authorities would benefit from any normal 
increase in the yield of these taxes. He did 
not quite understand how the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be able correctly 


counties and at the same time save the 
great amount of book-keeping which he 
led the House to believe would be saved 
through the proposed change. An 
important point to remember in Geal- 


ing with Local Taxation Grants 
was that, while these contributions | 


from the Imperial Exchequer had been 
increasing pretty regularly, at the same 
time the items of expenditure by the 
local authorities, to meet which these 
grants were given by the 
Exchequer, had been increasing very 
much more rapidly; and the result was 
that the balance of the charges which 


the Exchequer grants did not meet had | 


fallen on the ratepayers. He understood 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
wished to alter the arrangement in 
order to get into his net the Excise 
licences and among others the licence; 
on motor cars ; 
hon. Gentleman did not wish any benefit 
that might accrue from the issue of motor 
car licences to go to the local authorities. 
He submitted that that was a very 
important decision. In the case of 
iocal authorities the greater portion of 
their outlay apart from education had 
been on the upkeep of roads, which 
ought to be a national charge; and if 
the right hon. Gentleman was going 
to raise any considerable increase of 
revenue from licences on motor cars 


he ought to give the increase to the | 


local authorities. They were the people 
who had to find the money to keep up 
the roads, and he submitted that the 
proceeds realised in that way ought to 
go to them and not to the Imperial 
Exchequer. He hoped the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be able to give 
the House more information in regard 
to these changes, because he was afraid 
they might have serious consequences. 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said he | 


would! offer no apology for bringing 
Mr. Hicks Beach. 


jauthorities. In his 
|the Chancellor of the 


Imperial | 


but a»parent'y the right | 


importance to municipal and borough 
Budget speech 
Exchequer 
in referring to Imperial and _ local 
taxation stated that the local authori- 
ties would share in any natural growth— 
that was, they would receive exactly the 


| same sum in any year as they received 
to apportion these amounts to the various | 


now—and then occurred the words 
“natural growth or natural diminution.” 
He submitted to the House that the pro- 
posal of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
meant a very heavy addition to the 


|rates payable to the municipal authori- 


ties. He had taken very good opinion on 
this matter from several municipal 


| treasurers, and he had had the oppor- 


tunity of looking at the accounts of some 
municipal corporations. He found that 
in their opinion it would mean an addi- 
tional 1d. in the £ in borough or city 
councils. 


Mr. ASQUITH indicated dissent. 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said the 
right hon. Gentleman shook his head, 
but he would endeavour to establish that 
proposition. If there would be another 
opportunity of bringing this subject 
up on the Finance Bill, he had no 


| wish to put the House to any incon- 
| venience in stating the case now. 


Mr. ASQUITH: There will be other 


opportunities. 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said that 
he was to havea meeting to-morrow with 
259 representatives of municipal authori- 
ties, and this question would come up. 
He would be bound to tell them that this 
proposal was going to impose a large 
additional burden on their rates, and he 


| would have liked to have had an oppor- 


tunity of discussing it. In deference to the 
right hon. Gentleman, however, he felt 
bound to shorten his remarks. This 
was a most inequitable proposition, and 
it was going to take from boroughs 


/and counties a very large amount of 


their funds. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would see his way to post- 
pone the proposed change. 


Mr. ASQUITH said the hon. Gentle- 
man might safely tell his 259 friends 





——— 
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that this would not impose a penny 
additional on any one of them. Perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman had better wait and 
see the Bill before he asserted the con- 
trary. There would be a clause dealing 
with the matter inserted inthe Bill. He 
had given an undertaking in his Budget 


speech, and if the Bill did not carry it out | 
itcould beamended. Not one halfpenny | 


would be thrown on any of the local 
authorities. Did that satisfy the hon. 
Gentleman 2 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said that 
what the right hon. Gentleman told them 
in his Budget speech was that they were 
to have the normal growth. But if there 
was a diminution, a less sum would be 
received and the local authorities would 
have to suffer. 


Mr. ASQUITH said that statement 
showed to him one of the advantages 
which the hon. Gentleman would have 
by waiting to see the Bill. If the hon. 
Gentleman found in the Bill any such 
clause, the clause would be amended to 
make it clear. As to what he himself 
had said about motor cars, he thought 
hon. Members had better wait until he 
brought in the precise proposals. He 
had never said that the taxation from 
motor cars would go to the Imperial 
Exchequer without any consideration 
of the local authorities. What he said 
was that the present system was abso- 
lutely inequitable. Under the present 
system the persons who got the benefit 
were the local authority in whose juris- 
diction the license was taken out. That 
was the absurdity in the present position 
of things which he pointed out. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be a further Instruc- 
tion to the Gentlemen appointed to bring 
in a Bill upon the resolutions reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means 
on the Ist day of this instant May, and 


then agreed to by the House, that they | 


do make provision therein pursuant to 


the said Resolution.—(JJr. Chancellor of 


the Exchequer.) 


FINANCE BILL. 
“To grant certain Duties of Customs 
and Inland Revenue, to alter 
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Duties, and to amend the Law relating 
to Customs and Inland Revenue and the 
National Debt, and to make other pro- 
visions for the financial arrangements of 
the year,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 190.] 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 

THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr: 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets. Poplar) 
said that this Bill was to enable the Post- 
master-General to acquire land com- 
pulsorily in London, Chester, Bourne- 
mouth, Eastbourne, and Southgate for 
the public service. They had already 
powers of compulsory acquisition, but 
where there was a dispute as to the com- 
pensation to be paid, as in the case of 
Bournemouth, because of a_ technical 
point in a defective title, additional com- 
pulsory powers were necessary in order 
to avoid difficulties as between vendor 
and purchaser and the expense that might 
otherwise be incurred. He proposed, 
as soon as the Bill was given a Second 
Reading, to move its reference to a 
Select Committee, before which all parties 
interested would have an opportunity of 
appearing and discussing any question 
they desired to raise, or of making any 
suggestion that they might feel disposed 
to make. Any proposal they made 
would receive due consideration. The 
House would have an opportunity of dis- 
cussing the Bill fully after it had come 
downstairs from the Select Committce. 
He begged to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) said 
he could not understand why, if a volun- 
tary agreement had been arrived at, com- 
pulsion should come in. He was sorry 
that Clause 1 was so incomprehensible. 
Then there was a serious difficulty in 
regard to Clause 9. He took that clause 
to mean that when the Postmaster- 


| General saw a site of which he desired 


to take a part for a post office, he might 
do so without paying compensation for 
depreciation on account of severance. 
That seemed to him unfair, and he dared 
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say that the drafting of the clause was 
so defective as to increase the charges 
of the legal profession. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) 
considered that some explanation was 
required as to the meaning of Clauses 
6 and 9. He understood that under 
the Bill in cases where there was 
an agreement for the purchase of sites 
compulsory powers were given to ex- 
tinguish the rights of owners of property 
who were under some disability. Clauses 
6 and 9 were at any rate unusual, and he 
suggested that the right hon. Gentleman 
should issue a short memorandum show- 
ing the effect of this proposed 'egisla- 
tion on previous legislation. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) thought that 
no Government Department ought to 
deal with the land of private individuais 
in the way proposed by this Bill. 


If the Bill were examined it would be |} 
found that a special exception was made | 
in the favour of the Government so that | 
the Postmaster-General could take a por- | 
tion of a man’s property compulsorily and | 


damage the balance, without paying com- 
pensation for that damage. Other people 
would be required to take the whole, but 


it was in the power of the Postmaster- | 
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would be able to take measures to guard 
against any possible injustice. Anyone 
who had a grievance would be able to 
appear before the Committee and his 
case would be considered. After the 
Bill came back from the Committee 
they would be able to discuss these 
points with a view to removing any 
possible injustice. 


—_ 


Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) called attention to the fact 
that Clause 6 gave a power to the 
Post Office to stop up not only public 
rights of way but private rights of 
being in 








way. That provision put 
this year might lead to ditticulty 
in future. Everybody knew that it 


was very difticult to look up the provisions 
of an Act of Parliament after two or 
three years, and Acts relating to Public 
| Departments were not accessible as general 
| public statutes were. Therefore, when a 
| clause of this sort was slipped in, after two 
/or three or four years people said it was 
;a precedent. This Bill, therefore, if 
passed in its present form might seriously 
injure and curtail the rights of the public. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


3ill read a second time, and committed 
| to a Select Committee of Five Members, 
Three to be nominated by the House, and 


| 
Two by the Committee of Selection. 


General arbitrarily to decide that he | 


would only take a particular piece. The 
point he took was that the Government 
ought not to ask for powers of that 
character. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said there 


was nothing new in this Bill as compared | 


with previous statates. It had been 
drawn precisely in the form of former 
Bills of the same character. The hon. 
Member had misinterpreted the clause, 
which only said that when the Post- 
master-General asserted thatin his opinion 
severance of the piece of Jand required 


would not damage the rest he should be | 


able to acquire it. If there was any 
dispute as to whether damage would 
be sustained by the severance the 


question would have to go before an | 
arbitrator and a jury, and if the view | 
not | 
correct the Government would have to | 


of the Postmaster-General was 
pay damages for the property which was 
injured. The question would be one for 


negotiation, and the Select Committee 


Sir fF, Banbury. 


| Ordered, “That all Petitions against 
the Bill presented Five clear days before 
the meeting of the Committee be referred 
to the Committee; that the Petitioners 
praying to be heard by themselves, their 
Counsel, or Agents be heard against the 
Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the 
Bill.” 


Ordered, “That the Committee have 
| power to send for persons, papers, and 
records.” 


Ordered, ‘ That Three be the Quorum.” 
—(Mr. Sydney Burton.) 

BUTTER AND MARGARINE BILL. 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [17th April], ‘ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


(Juestion again proposed. 


| Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) 


| said he did not wish in any way toobstruct 
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the passaze of this Bill, as he thought 
jn many ways it was an excellent one. | 
It was desirable, however, that butter | 
substitutes should be labelled with | 
some name which did not include) 
the word “butter.” That was the desire 
of the Dairy Farmers’ Association, 
and he was asked to urge upon the 
soardof Agriculture that they should in- 
troduce provisions in the Bill which would 
ensure for the protection of agriculturists 
that butter substitutes containing 24 per 
cent. of moisture should be so described 
that the word “butter” was not used. 
That would prevent frauds upon agricul- 
turists and also upon the consumer, who 
might be led to think he was consuming 
butter when the substance he was eating 
contained nothing of the kind. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horneastle) said that the 
Lincolnshire Farmers’ Union also strongly 
objected to the 24 per cent. of water al- 
lowed in butter substitutes. People who 
bought products called butter substitutes 
no doubt often thought they got butter. 
If it was possible for the Board of Agri- 
culture to approve of a distinctive name to 
be given to these butter substitutes it 
would be a good thing. It seemed to 
him that if butter substitutes containing 
24 per cent. of moisture were sold 
under such names as “ milk-blended 
butter” it was quite possible that unwary 
purchasers might think they were getting 
an especially good article instead of what 
they were in fact purchasing. There- 
fore in the interests alike of farmers, 
butter makers, and consumers there 
should be some greater distinction made 
than existed at present. He hoped the 
hon. Gentleman would give full con- 
sideration to the wishes of the farmers. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS said the 


feeling of the Scottish farmers was 
exactly similar to that already ex- 


pressed by the noble Lord. ‘They con- 
sidered the provision permitting the 
sale of butter substitutes containing 
24 per cent. of moisture would not 
only be a danger to the public but 
permit unfair competition with the 
farmer. Under one clause of the Bill 
butter and margarine were both con- 
demned if they contained more than 
16 per cent. of moisture, but when it 
came to the so-called butter substitutes 
the Bill contemplated allowing 24 per 
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cent. of moisturs. ‘There were many other 
points to which he might refer, but his 
purpose was served by making the 
House aware of the fact that the farmers 
of Scotland felt a grievance on the 
matter. : 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
to a Standing Committee. 


CRIMINAL APPEAL BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) opposed the Bill, which, he said, 
was divided into three parts. It gave 
leave to every criminal to appeal on 
any point of law which arose at the 
trial. He had no particular objection 
to that provision, for it had been 
recommended by a Royal Commission. 
But the present differed from any 
previous measures in that it allowed 
an appeal on any question of fact, 
and, with the leave of the Court of 
Appeal, it allowed an appeal from a 
sentence. When the hon. and learned 
Attorney-General introduced the Bill 
under the ten-minutes rule he dealt 
with the wide generality, which must 
always be attractive to the public, 
that every person convicted should 
have a right to state his case before a 
higher Court. It was only when they 
came to the particular facts of the case 
that they found these generalities broke 
down. One of the great objections to 
the measure was its expense. The 
taking of shorthand notes at every 
criminal trial at assizes or quarter 
sessions would be prid for by the 
country. If a person were convicted at 
quarter sessions he could apply to the 
Court of Criminal Appeal for leave to 
appeal, and he would be entitled to come, 
say, from the north of England to Lon- 
don at the expense of the taxpayers. In 
his opinion, if such an unlimited right to 
apply to the Court of Appeal for leave to 
appeal on every question of fact were 
allowed, the machinery of the Bill must 
inevitably break down, for the expense 
and the labour were too great for any 
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tribunal effectively to carry through. | 
The ground for leave to appeal in regard 
to a particular sentence was safeguarded 
to this extent, that any person could 
appeal for leave to appeal against any 
sentence, however small or trivial, but 
that if he got leave the Court of Criminal 
Appeal could either increase or reduce 
the sentence. That was relied upon as a 
deterrent in certain cases against these 
appeals, His real reason for opposing 
the Bill, however, was the respect in 
which the vital part of the Bill differed 
from the recommendations of any Com- 
mittee that had ever sat to consider the 
subject. In regard to appeals on ques- 
tions of fact, it left to the Court of Crimi- 
nal Appeal the unrestricted right of giving 
leave to appeal. His main objection to this 
Bill was that it wasabsolutely unworkable. 
The expense, which had apparently never 
heen estimated, would be exceedingly 
great, and it would be unworkable in other 
ways which he proposed to indicate. 
A person having been convicted 
and sentenced would apply for leave 
to appeal at once. For that purpose 
he would be entitled to come to 
London and put his case before the Court 
of Criminal Appeal. He would naturally 
have no counsel or solicitor, and the Court 
of Criminal Appeal could then assign him 
counsel and solicitor to fight his case for 
him at the expense of the country. The 
prisoner, therefore, would be entitled to 
come to London, it might be from the 
North of England, to appeal to this Court 
consisting of three, five, or seven Judges, 
which Court probably would have 
to sit all the year round to hear 
applications of this character. He would 
present the shorthand notes of the 
Court below, and when once that had 
been done the Public Prosecutor had to 
appear unless in the case of a private 
prosecution the private prosecutor was 
sufliciently public spirited to come for- 
ward. Let the House consider what 
a tremenaous expense would be incurred. 
If they made the proceeding difficult, if 
everybody was not allowed to take 
advantage of it, or restrictions were put 
upon it, then it would probably operate 
against the newly convicted who would 
not know the ropes—if he might use 
that phrase—like old offenders. When 
they got before the Court of Criminal 
Appeal, liberty to appeal would be given 
or it would not. If leave was given, 


Mr. Rawlinson. 
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great expense would be incurred for no 
particular reason. It was upon that 
branch of the procedure that he ven- 
tured to prophesy a breakdown, in the 
first instance, of the machinery. Assum- 
ing that liberty to appeal was given, and 
the Court re-tried the case, it would re-try 
it not upon evidence, unless it was speci- 
ally asked for, and not before a jury, 
but by three Judges sitting in London. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
JounN Watton, Leeds, 8.): Like all 
appeals. 


Mr. RAWLINSON said it was not 
like all appeals. There was no other 
appeal like this. On the contrary, if they 
asked for a new trial, and it was granted, 
the case was re-tried before another 
jury. That was just what did not 
happen under this Bill. A case would 
not go to a fresh jury, but it would be 
re-tried before three Judges, who, unless 
they chose to ask for witnesses, would 
never hear witnesses and there would be 
no jury to try the man at all. It was 
not, therefore, like other appeals; it 
was absolutely and intrinsically an in- 
novation. At present, in any case tried 
by a jury, if the Court of Appeal found 
that they had come to a wrong conclu- 
sion upon a question of fact, that 
the verdict was against the weight of 
the evidence, they sent the case back 
to be re-tried by another jury. But 
the appeal now proposed was an in- 
novation, because the re-trial would 
take place without witnesses, possibly 
without evidence, but only on such 
materials as were afforded by the notes 
of the Judge or the Chairman of Quarter 
Sessions, the shorthand writer's notes, 
and the statements of counsel who 
appeared before the three Judges. Was 
that a satisfactory mode of trial? Not 
only that, they apparently empowered 
the Court of Criminal Appeal to find 
any sort of verdict they chose. If 
it was a case of murder and it came 
from the Court below on the question 
whether or not the man charged com- 
mitted the crime, the Court could find 
the man was guilty, or not guilty, or they 
could find him guilty of manslaughter, 
or arrive at some other of the verdicts 
which were set out in the Bill. Further 
than that, the Court could: literally 
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go to the extent of taking a defence 
which had never been set up by the 


prisoner. There was the question of 
insanity which had been brought 
before them -in a _ recent case in 
America. They would really be follow- 
ing in the steps of the American, 
case. A man was tried for murder | 
and the jury convicted. The defence 


in the Court below was on the facts 


only, and in the Court of Criminal Appeal | 


the defence on the facts was still per- 


sisted in; but under the Bill the Court | 


could find that the man was guilty of the 
act, but could also find that he was 
insane at the time he committed it. 
That was a bad innovation and contrary 
to our criminal law at the present time. 
Personally, he thought it was undesirable 
to grant an appeal on a question of 
fact, but whether or not they thought it 
desirable, his reason for opposing the 
Bill was that he considered it absolutely 
unworkable. The Bill did not solve 
the problem, which he ventured to think 
was unsol able. It was got up without 
any regard to expense. There was the 
expense of the transcript of the short- 
hand writer’s notes, the expense of the 
Public Prosecutor appearing in every 
case of an application for leave to appeal, 
and there was the expense of providing 
counsel for a poor prisoner. All that 
had to be done in the Court of Criminal 
Appeal. But there was another form 
of expense which was not indicated in the 
Bill and which had not been referred to 
by the Attorney-General, and that was 
the expense of the judicial tribunal 
which they would have to keep up to 
keep pace with the work thrown upon it. 
Three King’s Bench Judges were to be 
told off for the work, and they would 
be kept constantly employed. In the 
Court of Appeal and in the King’s Bench 
Division they were blocked by arrears, and 
the number of Judges was not sufficient 
to do the work. The Attorney-General 
suggested that they were going to have 
more Judges. 


Sir JOHN WALTON : I could not put 
it in this Bill. 


sort of pledge that Judges were to be | 


appointed for the purposes of the Bill. 


It could be easily put in the Bill that: 
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three Judges should be appointed to 
do this work. It was not in the Bill 
because they could not afford it at the 
present time. Already they were pressing 
for more Judges for the Court of Appeal 
and the King’s Bench Division, and the 
need was a very urgent andrealone. But 
they were met at every turn by the 
non possumus of the Treasury that 
they could not for the moment relieve 
the gigantic pressure on the Court of 
Appeal and in the King’s Bench Division. 
If they could not do that, how could they 
provide the three Judges required under 
this Bill? He moved the rejection of 
the Bill because it was unworkable. 
If it had been confined to 
based on the recommendation of the 
Beck Committee, as to appeals on 
points of law, it would have been a 
different Bill, and he would have been 
in favour of it, But the innova- 
tion of this measure was the liberty to 
ask leave to appeal on questions of 
fact, and the granting of leave to appeal 
on questions of fact. He moved, “ That 
the Bill be read this day six months.” 


clauses 


*Mr. CLAVELL SALTER (Hants, 
Basingstoke) in seconding, said that al- 
though there were features in the Bill 
which he supported, be felt himself con- 
strained, after giving the matter as much 
consideration as he could, to support the 
Motion of his hon. friend. [t was not as 
though they were considering whether or 
not they should devise machinery for 
checking that great calamity, the convic- 
tion of an innocent man, because they had 


such machinery in existence already. 
With regard to sentences of undue 


severity and wrongful conviction, they had 
at the present time in the Home Office 
machinery which revised both sentences 
and convictions. The practical question 
for them to consider was not whether 
they should devise machinery for revising 
sentences and convictions, but whether 
the machinery provided by this Bill was 
not more costly and less efficient than 
the machinery they had already got for 
that purpose. He did not contend that 
the present machinery was in any 
way perfect, but he held that the 


| machinery proposed under the Bill would 
Mr. RAWLINSON said there was no) 


be more costly, more cumbrous, and 
more dilatory, as well as less practically 
effective. With regard to the appeal 
against sentence he desired to say that 
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the machinery proposed to be set up was 
unnecessarily cumbrous, and he thought 
the Court should be given power to dis- 
pose finally of the matter and revise or 
alter the sentence upon the original 
application for leave to appeal against 
the sentence and then one application 
might take the place of three. The 
Bill proposed to set up a Court of 
Appeal from the verdict of a jury, with, 
so far as he could gather, very limited 
powers. Sub-section 1 of Section 4 
which limited the powers of the new 
Court of Appeal seemed to him to be the 
most important. -He was not quite 
sure that he understood Section 4. 
Under that clause the new Court of 
Appeal was to be at liberty to set 
aside the verdict of the jury convicting 
a man in any case where on a civil 
appeal the verdict of the jury 
could be set aside. It then went on 
to say that it might set aside the judg- 
ment on very much wider grounds. He 
did not clearly understand what the 
second provision added to the powers 
of the Court. What was meant was that 
wherever a verdict could be set aside in 
a Civil Court it might be set aside ina 
Criminal Court. If that was what the 
section meant then this Bill gave little or 


nothing to the convicted man who 
thought his conviction was unjust. 


What were the grounds on which a 
verdict could be set aside on a civil 
appeal? They were that the verdict was 
against the weight of evidence, that was, 
that there had been a perverse un- 
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public opinion supported the Court. in 
being satisfied with something _ less 
than abstract justice in the Court 
below, but the moment they went into 
a Court of Criminal Appeal, and 
suggested to any Court that there 
was such a thing as a man in prison 
undergoing punishment and wrongfully 
convicted, the whole complexion of the 
thing would be altered in a moment, and 
no Court could attempt, or would be 
supported by public opinion in attempting, 
to enforce the rigid rules which limited 
Civil Courts. Counsel would appear 
and say “My client was undefended 
in the Court below, he is a poor man and 
has never been in a Court of Justice 
before, and he did not understand it was 
open to him to give evidence. He thought 
his wife was not an admissible witness, 
and other witnesses might have been 
called. The Court has not got to the 
bottom of the matter, and there is reason 
to fear that the conviction was unjust, 
and I ask for leave to appeal.” That was 
the kind of application that would be 
made and whatever the House might say 
about the rules which governed a Civil 
Appeal, no Court of Criminal Appeal 
would reject an application of that kind 
if they saw even the slightest grounds to 
fear that an injustice might have been 
committed. Therefore, what would 
happen in practice would be that the 
Court of Appeal would be uneasy in view 
of suggestions of that kind and would 
proceed to deal with the matter. In 
what way were they to deal with this 
question under the Bill? He confessed 


' that it was a little difficult to understand 


reasonable verdict. If they were | 
going to wait in a criminal case 
until the jury had found a_ verdict 


of conviction which was _ perverse 
they would never have such a case. 
Juries in criminal cases, acting in the 
teeth of the evidence, might acquit, but 
they never convicted in the teeth of the 


evidence. There would be no such 
cases as that brought before the 
Court of Appeal. With regard to appeals 


on grounds of mistake, the discovery of 
fresh evidence and such matters, there 
would be few, if any, applications which 
would comply with the rule laid down 
in the Bill that they must bring forward 
grounds which would induce a Civil 
Court of Appeal to set it aside. It would 
not be possible in a Court of Criminal 
Appeal to rely upon those rules enforced 
by public opinion in a Civil Court of 
Appeal. In a Civil Court of Appeal 


Mr. Clavell Salter. 


what they were to do. The Bill was 


| very peremptory and provided that if 
_ they set aside the verdict of the jury they 


| must enter a verdict of acquittal. 





Was 
it to be supposed that the Court of Appeal, 
merely because their confidence in the con- 
viction had been shaken, merely because 
they had had some reason, not to think the 
man innocent but to doubt whether he 
was fully proved guilty, would proceed to 
set aside there and then the verdict of 
the jury and set that man free? He 
ventured to say that no Court would do 
that. There was only one way in which 
the Court of Criminal Appeal could act if 
it was to be a practical reality. It had 
to be satisfied prima facie that there was 
some reasonable cause to fear that there 
had been a miscarriage, and then, 
having arrived at the conclusion, the 
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matter must be reheard and _ retried 


de novo upon its merits either in the 
Court of Appeal or in the Court from 
which it came. In every case where it 
gave leave to appeal it would have 
to exercise those powers which the Bill 
gave it of summoning witnesses and 
hearing the matter de novo. No one 
acquainted with these matters would 
suggest that the Court of Appeal would 
set aside the verdict of a jury on the 
mere investigation of documents, peti- 
tions, or shorthand notes or reports. 
When a case had been tried with great 
pains by the Judge of Assize and a jury, 
and after careful examination and cross- 
examination they had found the man 
guilty, was any Court of Appeal to set 
aside the verdict and acquit the man on 


the strength of a private examination of | 


a document 4 
satisfied with that ? 
overlooked that public opinion was not 
always on the side of the prisoner, and 
there was a public opinion which desired 
that justice should be done and crime 
properly punished. If a case, after being 
tried at great length, was again tried on 
appeal, and after examining certain docu- 
ments and shorthand notes the man was 
released, that was not a result which 
would satisfy public opinion. In practice 
the Bill meant the continuous retrial 
in London of a large amount of ordinary 
criminal business. That was a very 
serious prospect and a very serious 
undertaking. The cost and the in- 
convenience involved was something 
which the Government and the House 


Would public opinion be 


ought seriously to consider. How 
many applications were there likely 


to be for leave to appeal? There were 
some 10,000 men convicted on indict- 
ment every year in this country. How 
many of those were likely to ask for 
leave to appeal against the justice of 
their sentence? He believed they would 
almost all do so, and why should they 
not, because they would have every 
assistance under this bill? They would 
have counsel. This would all tend to 
delay their sentence and they might 
possibly gain something, but they could 
not possibly lose anything. His belief 
was that the vast majority of prisoners 
convicted would ask for leave to appeal 
against their sentence. When a man 
was convicted under this Bill he was 
to be treated for the first ten davs 
as a person under detention. His 
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friends and solicitor would have access 
to him, and it would be very strange 
indeed if the solicitor was not able to 
find some very specious ground upon 
which an application could be based for 
leave to appeal. There would be a great 
number of applications, they would 
have to be made to the full Court, and 
tbey would be lengthy matters, because 
they would involve the examination of 
the shorthand notes in every case. 
There were some 200 working days in 
the year, and if half the prisoners con- 
victed applied, and the Court was able 
to deal with as many as_ twenty-five 
cases every day—which he did not 
suppose they would—half of the 20u 
working days of the year would be so 
occupied. ‘That calculation left out of 
account the main work of this Court 
in rehearing cases. They would bo 
rehearing cases with witnesses. He did 
not think hon. Members realised the 
length of time that even an ordinary 
case like that of a man charged with 
stealing three ducks would take. Such 
cases in the ordinary Courts took a 
long time and before three Judges 
they would take much longer. It would 
be said that “If you had heard the 
evidence you would have come to a 
different conclusion.” That was why a 
Court of Appeal did not set itself up 
against the verdict of a jury. It 
merely sent down the case to be tried by 
another jury. That was where this Court 
of Appeal differed essentially from any 
other Court of Appeal in the country. A 
Court of Civil Appeal found error only. 
[t had only to be satisfied whether a Court 
had gone wrong, and it was not con- 
cerned with what was the right con- 
clusion of the matter. But this Court of 
Appeal would be called upon to do this. 
He asked the House to imagine the 
expense and inconvenience of the pro- 
posed Court. It would have to send for 
witnesses from all parts of the country 
under the powers given by this Bill, it 
would have to question them and try to 
get at the bottom of the case and the 
real truth of the matter. There were, he 
thought, considerations graver even than 
those of expense and inconvenience to 
many people. With 10,000 convictions 
in a year the number of persons who 
had the misfortune to be summoned as 
witnesses was very large indeed. They 
were already put to great expense and 
inconvenience in going to Petty Sessions 








291 Criminal 


and Assizes—going first before the Grand 
Jury and then before the Petty Jury— 
and it would be a hardship if they had to 
come to London and go through the 
matter again in a Court of Appeal. But 
there were worse mischiefs which might 
arise. He had spent the best part of his 
life in the presence of juries, and no 
small part of it in the presence of criminal 
juries. He thought there were few things 
finer in this country than the demeanour 
of a jury in any serious criminal case. 
That was, he believed, mainly because 
they felt that the life or the liberty of a 
fellow creature was put into their hands 
to dispose of finally. If this Bill passed 
what would be the effect upon jurymen ? 
What happened now? He instanced the 
ordinary doubtful case. The jury had 
been charged that if the matter was one 
merely of grave suspicion, they must 
acquit ; and that if it amounted to 
practical certainty they must convict. 
They retired, and some of them would 
be for conviction, while others would 
think that the case did not go beyond 
grave suspicion. In nine cases out of 
ten prudence and caution would prevail, 
and the party for acquittal would 
triumph. How would juries deal with 
a case like that if this Bill were 
enforced? The Bill gave an appeal to 
one side. The appeal in civil cases was 
upon both sides. It would be said that 
if the jury wrongfully convicted the 
prisoner could appeal. He felt, as had 
been said by great lawyers in another 
place, that to set up a permanent Court 
of Appeal and invite the reconsideration 
of the verdicts of juries in criminal cases, 
would be to destroy finally that deep 
feeling of conscientiousness which was 
the great glory of our Criminal Courts, 
and the great safeguard of persons who 
were accused. He had heard a great 
Judge say that the common expression 
“the benafit of the doubt” was an odious 
phrase. Ina sense it was odious, but it 
was a convenient phrase. If there was 
set up a Court of Criminal Appeal it was 
exactly the “ benefit of the doubt” which 
the accused would in practice lose. If 
the House was going to pass the Bill, he 
urged the Government to consider care- 
fully whether they ought not to give to 
the Court of Criminal Appeal the option, 
at their discretion, to order a re-hearing 
or re-trial, or whatever the proper expres- 
sion might be. The case would then be 
sent down to the Assizes of the county 


Mr. Clavell Salter. 
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in which it occurred. He would not 
suggest the sending of it down again 
to Quarter Sessions. Considering the 
enormous expense to witnesses, he thought 
there would be every ground for sending 
the matter down to be retried in the 
country, That would mean an immense 
saving to the Court of Appeal, and no 
appreciable addition to the work of the 
Assizes. On the whole he viewed with 
alarm this proposal to set up a Court 
of Criminal Appeal. How many cases 
would there be in which this costly 
would operate to sift out 
cases of admitted injustice? No one 
doubted that in the Courts, not being 


infallible, the occasional calamity did 


occur of unjust conviction. This Court 
of Appeal would work at great expense 
and inconvenience to discover in the 
course of the year very few cases in 
which men had been unjustly convicted. 
The Home Office in doing this work now 
investigated these matters, and he had 
never heard any experienced man suggest 
that the Department did not do its work 
in the most admirable fashion. The 
Home Office was not restricted in its 
methods as the Court of Appeal would be. 


| It was not limited by rules of evidence, 
| and he thought it was a fact that in the 


majority of the very few cases in which 
the Home Office did trace out a mis- 
carriage of justice it did so, not on any 
material placed before it by the prisoner 
or his friends, but on independent inquiry 
conducted on its own lines. He thought 
there were cases in which the Home 
Office had found that there had been 
miscarriage of justice where a Court of 
Appeal would not have interfered with 
the conviction. ‘To substitute this most 
costly machinery for the present system 
would deprive our Criminal Courts of 
their principal glory in the deep sense of 
care, caution, and responsibility which 
was pervading the atmosphere of every 
Criminal Court in the country at the 
present time. He begged to second. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.”—(Mr. Rawlinson.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
rise to support the Amendment or to 
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discuss the merits of the Bill. Nobody 
who had listened to his hon. and learned 
friend could have a doubt as to the 
enormous importance of the issue raised, 
and he rose to put before the Government 
the inconvenience of attempting at such 
a time a discussion of a bill proposing 
such a great change in the criminal 
jurisprudence of the country. He had no 
charge to make against the Government 
of breach of faith; he did not even 
suggest that they had gone contrary to 
Parliamentary traditions ; but the fact 
remained that some of those most capable 
of taking part in the discussion were 
absent because of a natural miscalculation. 
The Bill had come on unexpectedly, and 
the fact that there had been a miscalcuia- 
tion was evident from the fact that the 
Attorney-General was not in his place 
when the order was galled. He did 
not think the Government would gain 
anything in economy of time by pressing 
on a discussion which would have to be 


interrupted at a  quarter-past eight 
o'clock. Let the Government look at 
the benches behind them and _ note 


the absence of legal talent so often 
to be seen there. The Bill for the 
first time would introduce into crimina! 
jurisprudence the power of Judges, in the 
absence of a jury, to decide on ynestions 
of criminality. It would be an entire 
change in what had _ hitherto been 
essential, and he did not think the Bil! 
should be taken in an hour and a half 
accidentally and unexpectedly availabl 
through the drying up of the flow of 
eloyuence upon the Butter Bill. He 
moved the adjournment of the debate. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
(Mr. A. J: Buifour.) 


Stir JOHN WALTON said he recog- 
nised the force of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s remarks, and had no objection to 
his Motion. But, having regard to the 
considerable amount of business before 
the House, he hoped when the Bill came 
on again the debate would not be 
prolonged. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
exercise any influence he possessed to 
prevent any discussion of the Bill being 
used to obstruct other business. 


Mr. 8S. T. EVANS (Glamorganshire, 
Mid.) said that this Bill was of a very 
VOL. CLXXIYV. [FourtH Series. } 
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important character, and he hoped that 
opportunity would be given to discuss it 
very fully. Its subject matter had been 
in the mind of law reformers for more 
than a generation, and a similar Bill was 
passed by the House of Lords last 
year. It had been said that when they 
came to discuss the details of the Bill, 
legal practitioners would have to say a 
good deal about them. But what about 
legal performers ? Lord Eldon, who was 
a great lawyer, approved of capital 
punishment for the theft of articles of the 
value of 5s. The Bill ought to be 
discussed in a larger way in the interests 
of the public, and every effort should be 
made by the Government to pass it into 
law this session. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


PROBATION OF OFFENDERS (NO. 2) 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or 
STATE ror THE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. HersBert SAMUEL, York- 
shire, Cleveland), in moving the Second 
Reading, said the Bill was of a non-con- 
troversial character, and the Government 
had§not heard a whisper of opposition to it 
from ,any quarter inthe House. Its pur- 
pose was to enable Courts of Justice to 
appoint probation officers, and pay them 
salaries or fees, so that certain offenders 
whom the Court did not think fit to 
imprison, on account of their age, 
character, or antecedents might be 
placed on probation under the super- 
vision of these officers, whose duty it 
would be to guide, admonish, and befriend 
them. Under the Bill the various Courts 
of Justice would have complete freedom 
of chcice as to the officers they would 
appoint, and he hoped that with this 
latitude in a few years experience would 
show what class of men, or of women, 
should best be placed in charge of these 
cases. The Bill embodied the provisions of 
the First Offenders Act, it was desired by 
reformers of our penal system throughout 
the country, and he trusted that the 
House would give it a Second Reading, 
leaving the discussion of details to the 
Committee. He begged to move. 


I, 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) said | 


that so far as this Bill re-enacted some of 
the provisions of the First Offenders 
Act, he had nothing to say against it ; 
but on reading the Bill he found it difti- 
cult to understand exactly what the 
powers and duties of the probation officers 
would be. Supposing an offender on pro- 
bation went about the country in search 
of employment, would it be the duty of 
the officer under whose supervision he had 
been placed to follow him up in order to 
see how he behaved or could the officer 


go into a probationer’s house without | 


permission 4 


but he hoped that in Committee it 


He ventured to say that | 
the Bill as it stood was only a skeleton, | 


would be moulded into a practical shape, | 


and that the duties of the probation offi- 
cers would be more exactly defined. He 
knew of very many cases where the 
assistance of the Police Court Mission- 
aries had been the saving of prisoners 
released under the First Offenders Act; 
and he wanted an assurance that there 
would be no objection to the appoint- 
ment of such missionaries to the position 
of probation officers. 


*Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) 
said that the Bill had come 
forward somewhat unexpectedly, and 
the Under-Secretary for the Home 
Office had done his best to explain 
it briefly. But the measure was one of 
great complexity, and would have to be 
carefully considered in Committee. He 
quite agreed that a great deal might be 
done in making the lot of first offenders 
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mich harm might be done to a young 
offender under this Bill if he were pur- 
sued about the country by a probation 
officer, anxious to guide, admonish, watch, 
and befriend him, and he would remind 
the Under-Secretary that Section 3 pro- 
vided that a probation officer might be a 


police constable. He asked the hon. 
Gentleman to recognise some of the 
difficulties which might occur, and 


possibly at the end of Clause 1 some 
words should be inserted to insure that 
these persons charged with the super- 
vision of probationers should be carefully 
selected for the delicate duties they 
would have to perform. In the case of 
girls and young children, women should 
be employed, and in the case of those 
probationers whose mental condition 
was such that it was considered ex- 
pedient to release them, such persons 
only should be employed to supervise 
them whose training and experience 
fitted them to cope with mental cases. 
He did not make these few cursory 
remarks in any hostile spirit, and he was 
sure that the Government would afford 
an adequate opportunity for discussing 
the details of the Bill in Committee. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 


S.W.) said the Biii would he welcomed 


easier and more humane than it now was. | 
Buta great deal depended upon the method. | 


The hon. Gentleman had _ snggested 
that the duty of the probation officers was 
to guide, admonish, and befriend first 
offenders. 
require very careful consideration in con 
nection with men who in search of work 


That was a point which would | 


had gone away from where their offence | 


had been committed. One of 


of the criminal law was that a 
ticket of-leave man, honestly desirous of 
reforming his life, had frequently to 


report himself to the nearest police station. | 


that militated against him by making his 
conviction known, 


Mr. Herbert Samuel. 


the | 


objections to the present administration | 


In the same manner | 


by a large body of public opinion in the 
country. This system of probation had 
been for many years in active operation 


in the United States, especially in 
Massachusetts, and in some of our 
Colonies, and he_ believed it had 
had excellent results. In our own 


country also the principle of the Bill had 
been already to some extent carried out, 
because the Court missionaries had 
largely performed the duties which 
it was the object of the Bill to 
regularise. Whatever might the 
effect of the system on adults, there 
could be no doubt that it would have 
a salutary effect in the case of children. 


1 
be 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) wished to reinforce to some ex- 
tent the doubts as to what were to be the 
duties and, still more important, the 
obligations of this entirely new class of 
persons they were going to create under 
the name of probation officers. The Bill 
created, by using a new word, a new 
stutus pupillavis. The intentions of the 
3ill were undoubtedly excellent and of 
the very best kind, but hon. Members 
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were not doing their duty if they did | was a great deal more important than 
not draw attention to the fact that | punishing them. There was a demand 
the Bill in general terms relegated | for this Bill among social reformers in 
probationers to what was called the | the country. 


supervision of the probation officers. 


What deduction was to be made from| yp RAWLINSON said that the 
the liberty of the person who was placed | p;)) really introduced nothing new 


a + anak at Ne, Sane 9 : S 
under the control of a probation officer ? except the creation of the probation 


A new kind of quasi criminal relation | oficer, Clause 1 merely re-enacted 
was being created by the measure. ‘the power which already existed 
Would the probation officers have the | of binding a prisoner over in his own 
right of entry into a person’s house, and if recognisances to come up for judgment 
not why not? Was the officer to have! .),> Awe of the Mesa 





; : | when called upon. 
the right of following a person about | 





the country ? 


being created. 


subject than was the case in other 
countries. He wished very well to the 
intention of the Bill, but it was only 
right that attention should be drawn to 


the imperfect way in which some of its 


provisions had been drawn up. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Bath) wished +t 
give his hearty support to the Bill. As 
one who had had sixteen or seventeen 
years experience in connection with the 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Children he said that whatever its effect 
as to adults might be, nothing but good 
could arise from the probation officers 
undertaking the charge of children who 
had come before the Court, for they 


came from homes which would be all the | 


better for being looked after. He re- 
gretted that there was no provision in 
the Bill making compulsory the holding 
of children’s Courts. 


Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) thought that it was a mistake 
to suppose that this Bill would be 
useful only in the case of children. The 
probation officers would be very useful 
in a large number of cases, such as 
habitual drunkenness, with which the 
Courts were unable to deal in a remedial 
sense. It must be remembered that the 
persons who came under the control of 
the probation officers would already have 
become liable to imprisonment or other 
punishment. He hoped that by tact and 


judgment the probation officers would 


Such questions as these 
must necessarily occur to persons when | , 
they saw a new kind of legal relationship | 
He did not attach much | 
importance to figures for Massachusetts, 
because no one would deny that in this 
country there had always rightly been 
greater solicitude about the liberty of the 


of the House who had sat as magis- 
trates or recorders knew that that 
yas a very common form __ indeed, 
and the power had been used in the 
|country for years. The only new point 


being the appointment of probation 
officers, he wished to know what 
their powers ought to be. First 


| offenders were also dealt with most kindly 
| and considerately under the proyisions of 
| the law. Before he assented to a new class 
| of officials he would like to know what 
their powers were to be. It was a 
|common thing to tell a man that if 
he did not get into trouble again 
he would hear no more of the case, but 


| 
©| would this probation officer have the 
8 | 


power to follow a man and be some- 
thing in the nature of a police officer ‘ 
He had no particular objection to 
|the Bill if it was merely a benevolent 
| measure to provide and pay somebody 
| like the Court missionary, with no legal 
powers, to look after the offender. If 
that was all it was an excellent Bill and 
he should not think of opposing it. 





*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said the 
| Government certainly could not plead 
| guilty to vagueness. He pointed out 
| that Clause 1, subsection (4), explicitly 
| said the Court might order the offender 
| to be— 
| ‘Under the supervision of such person as 
| may be named in the order during the et 
| specified in the order, and such other conditions 
| for securing such supervision as may be 
| specified in the order.” 
| That was the nature of the powers the 
| Government proposed to give, and as to 
‘the “other conditions” they considered 
that details of that nature had better 


| be determined by regulations or rules 
| of Court. 

‘proposed in 
ito make 


If hon. Members opposite 
Committee Amendments 
the terms more explicit, 


be able to rescue these persons, which | his right hon. friend would no doubt 
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consider them. In reply to the remarks 
of the hon. and learned Member for 
Cambridge University, he would point out 
that Clause 3 gave ample powers to the 
Court to secure that the offender should 
obey the order under which he was placed. 
There were full powers, if the offender 
failed to observe any of the cofiditions of 
his recognisance, to summon him to the 
Court, and, if necessary, to commit him 
to prison. No doubt the Bill created an 
interference with the person’s liberty, 
but it was intended to be an alternative 
to imprisonment. It was a milder form 
of punishment than imprisonment. The 
probation officer was not intended to be a 
person in uniform like a police officer. 
It was better for an offender to submit to 
this supervision than to undergo im- 
prisonment. 


Mr. 8. T. EVANS considered the Bill 
a short step in the right direction. 
Its main object was to give Judges and 
magistrates power, where the offence 
required something more than a mere 
binding over, to decide whether the person 
should be sent to prison or whether 
some milder punishment might be im- 
posed. It was quite certain that a 
reform of this kind was remedial in 
its character. It was not to punish 
more but to impose a mild form of 
penalty so that the offender might not go 
into the category of gaol-birds. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) thought 
the Bill provided a remedy against 
offenders slipping back into their old 
environment and amongst old tempta- 
tions. If there were somebody just to 
lay a hand on their shoulder and say, 
“ My friend, unless you behave yourself, 
I shall feel obliged to return you to a 
place where you do not want to go,” that 
would often suffice to save them from 
yielding to temptation. He had known 
many cases of failure due to persons of 
this character having slipped back to 
their old environments ; they had finished 
up with long terms of imprisonment, and 
one case ended in capital punishment 
being inflicted. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and com- 


mitted to a Standing Committee. 
Mr. Herbert Samuel. 
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PUBLICATIONS COMMITTEE. 

Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to examine the publications 
printed by order of this House or 
presented to it through Public Depart- 
ments, and to call attention to any case 
in which unnecessary expense has been 
incurred. 


Mr. Cleland, Mr. Harold Cox, Mr. 
Crombie, Mr. William Jones, Mr. 
Jeremiah MacVeagh, Mr. Maddison, Mr. 
Compton Rickett, Mr. George Roberts, 
and Mr. Toulmin nominated Members of 
the Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Three be the Quorum. 
—(Mr. Whiteley.) 


Public business having been concluded 
at ten minutes past Eight o'clock, Mr. 
Speaker left the Chair until a quarter 
past Eight o'clock. 

RURAL DEPOPULATION. 

Mr. ROGERS (Wiltshire, Devizes) rose 
to call attention to the subject of rural 
depopulation, and to move—“ That the 
progressive decline of population in 
rural districts is a subject of serious 
national concern, and that this House 
ought at once to take such action, legisla- 
tive and administrative, as will maintain 
a rural population as a reservoir of 
national strength and a necessary condi- 
tion of national well-being.” It was, he 
said, only owing to his deep ‘sense of the 
importance of the subject that he brought 
it forward so soon after the notable 
declaration of policy by the Prime 
Minister on this subject. The import- 
ance of the problem, not only to rural 
districts, but to the towns, must be his 
excuse for submitting this Resolution. 
He had been a resident in a purely rural 
district for the last fourteen years, and 
he had come to the conclusion that there 
was no other matter which so deeply and 
so vitally affected the welfare of the 
rural democracy as this question of the 
depopulation of the land. The facts ot 
the rural exodus were fairly well known, 
but the House, he hoped, would pardon 
him if he gave a few figures which would 
enable them to realise the real gravity ol 
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the case. In the year 1881 there were 
983,919 labourers on the land in Great 
Britain; in 1891, there were 866,543 ; 
and in 1901, there were 689,292, show- 
ing a decrease since 1881 of 30 per cent. 
or nearly 300,000. But they had 
to add the other persons who were 
employed in connection with agriculture, 
and when they took into account one 
or two classes they would find that 
whereas in 1881 there were 1,319,000 
person engaged in agriculture in 
various ways, in 1901 the number was 
just over a round million. But this 
did not represent the true facts of the 
ease, because the return only gave the 
number of people actually employed on 
the land, and they had to add dependents, 
women and children, and workers in 
village occupations which were dependent 
on agriculture, as, for instance, the village 
blacksmith, the carpenter, and others. 
It was probably no exaggeration to say 
that there was something like a million 
less people living on the land to-day than 
there were twenty vears ago. ‘This was 
a very unsatisfactory and serious state 
ot things. It meant that we had a 
million less persons on the land from whose 
labour could be produced that portion 
oi our food supply which could be grown 
at home. The causes of this exodus 
from the rural districts were various. 
The dulness of village life, the migratory 
instinct of the young men to leave the 
village for the towns or the Colonies, the 
attractions of the towns, were all causes 
which led to the decrease of the rural 
population. But the main cause of it he 
believed to be an economic one. They 
often heard it said that the conversion of 
arable land into grass land had had a con- 
siderable effect. He believed, however, 
that the effect of this had been greatly 
exaggerated. It was a notable fact, and 
hon. Members would find reference to it 
in the report of the Board of Agriculture 
on the state of the rural population, that 
in Scotland during the thirty years up 
to 1901 arable land hardly decreased 
at all compared with grass land ; there 
was hardly any conversion into pasture 
during those thirty years. But later on 
there was the same exodus of labourers 
asin England. He thought that showed, 
along with other things into which he 
would not go, that it was not merely 
a question of turning arable land into 
grass land, but that there were other 
causes at work to account for the exodus. 
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One of these was the extended use in 
agriculture of labour-saving machinery. 
This was particularly to be noted among 


.the large farmers of the country in the 


south and west and centre of England, 
where machinery has been used to a very 
large extent for the last twenty-five years, 
and it was in those parts where the 
largest arnount of depopulation had taken 
place. He instanced the case of his 
own village, only eighty miles from 
London. Ten years ago a farmer in that 
village employed nine or ten men, and 
they were paid wages which amounted in 
the year to £420. That farm was now 
consolidated with others; that was to 
say, it had been added to neighbouring 
farms, which were all joined together as 
one large holding. On this farm there were 
to-day employed no regular hands; all 
the labour was done by a gang of workers 
who moved about from farm to farm, 
with the natural result that cottages were 
uninhabited, and one did not need to go 
any further to seek the reason of the 
depopulation in that particular neighbour- 
hood. On a second farm belonging to 
the same owner there were eight men less 
than were employed some years ago, 
and on a third farm there were six men 
less. The whole of the holdings were 
turned into a large sheep and cattle run, 
more like the primitive or colonial type 
of farm than the highly cultivated farm 
which they would expect to find within 
eighty miles of London. This consolida- 
tion of farms, probably more than any- 
thing else, combined with the use of 
labour-saving machinery, had brought 
about the decrease of the country popula- 
tion. In the particular parish of which 
he was speaking the population had 
dropped by 18 per cent., and of course it 
was not only the people who left the 
village who suffered, but those who 
remained in it also suffered, such as the 
small village tradesman, and all those 
who were dependent on the presence of a 
population for their means of livelihood. 
This consolidation of farms had produced 
a state of things which was deservedly 
unpopular—he referred to the extension 
of the system known as the tied-cottage 
system, which meant that a man took his 
house as part payment of wages. If he 
lost his job on the farm he lost not only 
his wages but his home; and it meant 
that he could not get work without mov- 
ing from his native village and leaving all 
his friends. Nothing destroyed a man’s 
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sense of independence more quickly than 
the knowledge that he was possibly living 
only for a short time in his cottage ; he 
had no interest in his garden, and very 
little in his home. Again, this system of 
tied cottages led to the cottages being 
kept in a bad state of repair. The farmer 
was often only the middle man in regard 
to repairs, and he might not be sorry to 
have the opportunity to lord it over his 
labourer by refusing to do the repairs. 
Another fact was that it was the young 
men who left the country villages for the 
towns. They usually came toa town with 
some position already secured, and they 
performed, looking at it from the national 
point of view, a highly useful service in 
repairing the wastage caused by town life. 
In a memorandum by Mr. Wilson Fox, 
appended to the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee on Agricultural Settle- 
ments in British Colonies, it was shown, 
as the result of a large number of investi- 
gations, that the following were the 
facts— 

‘Out of nearly 10,000 men out of work or 
in irregular casual employment as found in 
Salvation and Church Army Homes and 
Shelters, and in Rowton Houses, by the 
distress committees formed under the Un- 
employed Workmen’s Act, 1905, and amongst 
dock labourers, the percentage of town-bred 
men ranged from 86 per cent. to 94 per cent., 
the percentage of country-bred men being only 
from 6 per cent. to 14 per cent.” 








The Report went on to say 


is afforded by the relatively large proportion 
of country-bred men employed in a selected 
number of the larger undertakings and indus- 
tries, such as the post office, police, municipal 
service, railways, gas works, breweries, stores, 
etc. Of the total number so employed in 
London in these selected industries, early in 
1906, 46 per cent. were country born.” 


** But perhaps the most conclusive evidence | 


He contended that the statement 
showed that the towns were very largely 
dependent upon the existence in rural 


parishes of a population which could 
repair the wastage of the towns. | 


There was an interesting passage on this 
question in the Report ot the Physical 
Deterioration Committee— 


| 
| 
| 
| 
There cannot, however, be any controversy | 
as to the expediency of arresting, where pos- | 
sible, the exodus to which such baneful results | 
are attributed. Nothing, perhaps, would be 
so likely to force upon the urban communities 
the necessity of healing their own sores, and 
bringing up a healthy population within their 
own limits, as the cessation of the influx of 
vigorous bodies to take the place of the crushed 


and broken by the wheel of city life.” 


Mr. Rogers. 


{COM} 


[ONS} 


_ Even if too gloomy a view of a portion 
of London was taken in those extracts 
the evidence tended to show that the 
problem afiected the town as well as the 
country. If this depopulation continued 
at the same rate as in the past, not only 
would the country districts suffer, but 
the national physique was in danger of 
being permanently impaired. With 
regard to suggested remedies he did not 
think the artificial raising of the prices of 
agricultural produce ‘by fiscal reform 
would be any remedy at all. A tariff of 
2s. per quarter on foreign wheat would 
scarcely raise the price, and-a small rise 
in prices would not have the effect of 
bringing more land into cultivation, be- 
cause no farmer in his senses would think 
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of increasing his area of corn cultivation 
with a tariff of 2s. per quarter. If he 
was right in his contention that ma- 
chinery had been a very important 
factor in the matter, surely no hon. 
Member would think of setting back the 
clock in order to bring back the 
population to the country. In the next 
place, if they were to adopt a tarifi 
to raise prices high enough to induce 
farmers to devote a larger area to the 
production of corn, that would be a great 
injustice to the large populations in the 
towns, because it would be a hardship 
upon the consumer. It was preposter- 
ous to suppose that the 40,000,000 
people engaged in industry would ever 
consent to any considerable — sacrifice 
in order to secure a very doubtful 
advantage for the 1,000,000 people who 
lived in the country. If no rise in price 
was produced no advantage would be 
gained by the home producer. He did 
not think they could by fiscal reform 
give any advantage to the producer of 
home food stuffs unless they raised the 
price. He would like to quote as 
witness on this point the Leader of the 
Opposition, who spoke with admirable 
clearness on this question in a speech 
delivered on the 4th of October, 1904, 
in Edinburgh, in which he said— 

“A protective policy, as I understand it, is 
a policy which aims at supporting or creating 
home industries by raising home prices. The 
raising of prices is a necessary step towards 
the encouragement of an industry under a 
protective system. ‘The means by which i 
attains that object is by the manipulation oi 
a fiscal system to raise home prices. If thie 
home prices are not raised the industry is 
not encouraged. If the industry is encouraged 
it is by the raising of prices.” 
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In the face of that statement he thought 
he was entitled to say that the only 
possible way by which they could give 
any advantage to agriculture would be 
by the raising of home prices, which 
would be a state of things resented by 
a large majority of the population in the 
towns. If the exodus to the towns 
was caused largely by machinery, it 
could only be checked by encouraging 
that type of farming where machmery 
was least used. That might possibly 
sound an uneconomic proceeding. They 
often talked of farmers as if they were 
all one kind of farmers, but they were 
nothing of the sort. There were different 
types of farmers, as distinct in the kind 
of things they produced and the way they 
produced them as manufacturers engaged 
in other industries. Although machinery 
was in use on large farms there were a 
number of things done on small farms 
upon which machinery could not be used. 
No machinery had yet been invented for 
breeding or fattening pigs and poultry, or 
for raising fruit, vegetables, or flowers. 
All those things depended upon indi- 
vidual attention and care, and they were 
not articles that could be produced under 
a system of large production, because 
they depended for their success upon 
the individual attention of the man in- 
terested and concerned in their successful 
production. The encouragement of this 
kind of small holdings and small farms 
was economic, because the question of 
labour-saving machinery did not come 
in, and where machinery was required 
it could best be employed upon a co- 
operative basis. In this country two- 
thirds of the occupiers of land held fifty 

but they only covered 


acres or less, 
15 per cent. of the total cultivable 
land. The problem, therefore, was how 


could they by State action of any kind 
so increase the proportion of 
farmers as to make that 15 per cent. 
a very much larger proportion of the 


{8 May 1907} 


small | 


cultivable land of England? During 
the last fourteen years the value of 
the imports of butter, bacon, eggs, | 


poultry, and cheese—the articles pro- | 


duced on the smaller farms—had_ in- 
creased from £27,000,000 to £48,000,600, 
and that increase of 80 per cent. had 
not been accompanied by a fall in price, 
indeed in many respects the prices were 
higher. With the assistance of a system 
of co-operation, there was no reason 
why the English market should not be 
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recaptured by the home producer of 
those articles. Lately there had been 
some correspondenée in the London Press 
as to the demand for small holdings. 
He noticed that right hon. Gentlemen 
and hon. Members who had contributed 
to that discussion had called the corre- 
spondents of the Board of Agriculture to 
their assistance. The evidence of those 
correspondents was very largely biassed 
by the particular notions they held, and as 
they were known to Le by no means 
friendly to a system of the sub-division 
of holdings, he did not attach so much 
importance to their evidence as to the fact 
that small farms and small holdings were 
always let at a higher rent per acre than 
big farms. If they wanted evidence of 
the reality of the demand for small farms 
and small holdings, it was to be found in 
the fact that the small holders and smal! 
farmers were now paying a much higher 
price for land than the large farmer, ani! 
they were prepared to pay the highe: 
rent because they could make a good 
thing out of it by producing a variety of 
articles. He would like to give an 
example or two to the House. In the 
first place he would take an estate in 
Wiltshire belonging to the Crown. In 
one parish, out of 6,645 acres there were 
6,575 acres let in large farms. After 
eliminating the buildings altogether so as 
to get rid of the most disturbing factor 
in the comparison, and taking the average 
gross estimated rental of those acres, he 
found that it worked out at 7s. 1d. per 
acre. Taking in the same parish the 
seventy acres let as small holdings, small 
farms and allotments, he found, eliminat- 
ing the buildings, that the average gross 
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estimated rental was £1 17s. 8d. per 
acre, or about five times as much as 
the rental of the large farms. Taking 


1it 


from the one he had just dealt with, 
where the soil was different, and where 
there was a different type of cultivation, 
he found that out of 1,488 acres 1,259 
were let as large farms at a gross estimate 
rental of 6s. 5d. peracre. The remaining 
238 acres let in small holdings and 
allotments produced a rental of £1 14s. 1d. 
per acre, or more than five times the 
rent of the land let in large farms. Ho 
knew too much about this problem, how- 
ever, to allow himself to be led away 
altogether by facts like those. He knew 
that land let for small holdings was 
possibly of superior quality; but th» 


another parish only about four miles away 
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discrepancy was too great to be explained 
away except on the assumption that there 
was a much greater demand for small 
holdings than for large farms. He 
would like for a moment to refer 
to experiments which had been made 
by various persons in this country. 
A good deal of pioneer work had been 
done by landlords in different: parts of 
the country, and he thought the State 
should realise that it was time for it to 
step in and do on a large scale what in- 
dividuals had been trying to do on a 
smal] scale, in order to bring about a 
very much better state of things than 
could be produced otherwise. Possibly 


some Members of the House had seen the | 


interesting experiment which had been 
tried at Winterslow by ‘a Wiltshire 
landlord named Major Poore. That was 
a place which, if it had not been taken in 
hand:by one gentleman who knew the sub- 
ject, might have been described as land 
which, whatever might be done with it, 
could not be successfully farmed. It 
had a cold and unlikely soil, and a 
poor supply of water. The experiment 
was started on 112 acres, on which there 
were living one farmer and _ three 
labourers. At the present time there 


were forty-seven tenants in occupation of | 


the land as freeholders. He should say 
that there were 157 men, women, and 
children altogether, but what was perhaps 
more important and striking than all was 
that they had built thirty-seven houses 
as the result of their occupation of the 
land. He contended that the Govern- 
ment might well bring forward legislation 


with the object of multiplying colonies of | 


that kind. He was very glad in this 


connection to record his gratitude to Lord | 


Carrington for what he had done in the 
administration of Crown lands. No 
doubt many hon. Members were aware of 


a case in Cambridgeshire where a big | 


farm had been sub-divided and let to 
eighty-two tenants who were now in 
occupation of the land. It was a notice- 
able feature in this case that these 
men already had buildings, and that 
therefore the amount to be spent on 
buildings was not large considering the 
size of the holdings. There was another 
ease of Crown lands at Bromham where 
a farm of 240 acres was farmed by one 
farmer, who gave employment to three or 
four men. There were now sixty-four 
tenants, among whom were a number of 
young men who were taking allotments 


Mr. Logers. 
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(of one or two acres, and who from that 
| would go on until in the end they became 
' small freeholders. That was, to his mind, 
an illustration of what could be done in 
connection with the rural life of the 
country. He had given to the House 
some of the reasons why it seemed to 
{him in this matter that they need not 
‘despair of reform. It was not in his 
| opinion a hopeless problem. ‘There were 
| hon. Members on the Opposition Benches 
|who might argue that this could not be 
|an agricultural country. He must totally 
disagree with them. ‘The very existence 
of large industrial populations implied 
that there were markets for our produce. 
When we had the enormous urban popu 
lations in and around London, in Lanea- 
| shire, in Yorkshire, and in other parts of 
the country, we had at any rate very 
large and very good markets which we 
‘could supply and which, he believed, we 
| would supply one day to a very consider- 
able extent by the produce of our own 
| people. But we could not do it as long 
/as we had only a million people to do the 
work in the country districts, and as long 
/as there was land in the country let to 
}such a large extent in big farms and to 
an increasing extent, as it seemed to him, 
in farms which wer2 rapidly being con- 
| solidated and aided together one after 
j}another. The Government having put 
{their hand to the plough had expressed 
‘their intention not to turn back. He 
{could only hope that having put their 
hand to the plough they would plough 
their furrow straight and plough it soon. 
| He begged to move. 


' *Mr. WALKER (Leicestershire, Mel- 
ton), in seconding the Motion, said 1t 
was essentially a workers’ problem, and 
could not engage too much of their time 
and attention. Agriculture was essen 

tially the problem which bore on the 
| question of depopulation. In the Report 
‘on Agricultural Depopulation, it was 
| made perfectly clear that the decrease in 
|the population had been entirely owing 
| to the decrease in agricultural labourers. 
| While farm labourers had decreased, 
| bailiffs and shepherds had actually 
increased by 10,000 in the last ten 
|years. Therefore this was a terrible 
| workers’ question in the country districts. 
| While there had been a decline in the 
|number of labourers in the last twenty 
|vears from 984,000 to 689,000, the 
| decline in the amount of arable land had 
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been 2,000,000 acres, or a drop from 
17,500,000 to 15,500,000 acres. If they 
made a simple calculation they found a 
percentage drop of tairty in the popula- 
tion and a percentage drop ot only 
114 in the acreage of arable land. 
That proved conclusively that the laying 
of the land down to grass was not the 
main cause of depopulation in the rural 
districts. If they put on a duty which 
would delight the heart of Mr. Chaplin, 
they would not do much to restore 
the agricultural population. Labour- 
saving machinery was the main cause 


of the decline, and according to the | 
Report of the Committee the adoption | 


of labour-saving machinery had been 
greater on arable land than on land 
laid down to grass. The fact was 
that agriculture, though later in the 
day, nad been subject to the same 
tendency as the manufacturing industries. 
But machinery had come to stay, and it 
was no good trying to get rid of it. It 
was true that, whereas twenty years ago 
labour-saving machinery was employed 
by comparatively few, it had now become 
almost universal on all holdings of 
sutlicient size to make its use practi- 
cable. He found in the Report that in 
dairy farming the decrease in population 
was not so great as in other cases, 
and they had encouraging reports from 
Lincolnshire and elsewhere where fruit 
and vegetables had been grown. The 
following statement appeared in the 
Report on small holdings in regard to 
what had been done in Holland, Lincoln- 
shire— 


“The many small occupiers who get a living 
in growing flowers, fruit, and vegetables, 
have greatly, if not altogether, checked the 
decline.” 


That was a clear sign-post showing the 
road they ought to follow. There were 
other causes for the decline in rural 
population, such as lack of attraction and 
lack of incentive in the country districts. 
It might also be admitted that the advan- 


tiges offered by the Canadian Govern- | 


ment acting through their emigration 
agents had had a great deal to do with 
attracting the youth of the country by 
genuine offers of 160 acres of free Jana. 
If we wished to keep a hold on the youth 
in the country villages we must offer 
counter-attractions. As in our educa- 
tional system we were trying by a system 
of scholarships to make an education 
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ladder, so that the poor with ability 
might not through their poverty fail if 
they were able to rise to the secondary 
and technical schools, and even to the 
Universities, so we wanted diversified 
opportunity to enable the labourer to 
rise to allotments and small holdings, 
and thus reach an independent position. 
He attached very much importance to the 
scarcity and inadequacy of cottages in the 
rural districts. While in regard to small 
holdings there were certain differences of 
opinion among the correspondents of the 
Board of Agriculture, there was practical 
unanimity on the question of housing. 
The Report on the decline in the 
agricultural population contained the 
following— 

“ Among specific causes of discontent, a 
deficiency of adequate or satisfactory housing 
accommodation is reported from about thirty 
counties. The details where given may be 
referred to, but, speaking generally, there is 
evidence not only—or perhaps it should be said 
not so much—of an actual scarcity of cottages, 
though this is mentioned in some cases, as ofa 
lack ot cottages which satisfy the more exigent 
requirements of the labourers in these times, 
or comply with the demands of vigilant 
sanitary authorities. As with every other 
class, the rural labourers’ standard of comfort 
has been raised, and they are not now con- 
tented with the accommodation which previous 
generations placidly accepted.” 


Referring to the condition of things in 
Hampshire with respect to housing, the 
Report said— 

“Mr. Perkins thinks that if the number of 
cottages inrurs! Hampshire were increased by 
20 per cent. during tle next ten years there 
would scarcely be one vacant. At least half 
required structural alterations and additions, 
and 5 per cent. ought to be condemned as untit 
for habitation. Tre ditticulty is aggravated by 
the letting of cottages to * week-enders,’ or to 
people who come to reside in the country, and 
are willing to pay a good deal more than the 
Jabourer can afford. A further demand is 
created by the servants of large householders 
who come to reside in the country.” 


There was, perhaps, scarcely anyone in 
the House who did not know trom his 
own experience of cases where the owners 
of motor cars had bought up two or three 
cottages and turned them into a single 
house, because they wished to spend the 
week-end in the country. ‘There was 
also evidence on the same lines in the 
report of the Select Committee that sat 
on the Housing Bill of last session. 
‘lhe Committee pointed out that the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act oi 
1899 was primarily intended to cope 
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with the evils in the towns and was 
only incidentally applicable to rural 
districts. They went on to say that 
there had been no adequate inspection of | 
the cottages by the local sanitary 
authorities ; and they recommended that 
cheaper loans should be given to land- 
owners for building cottages and that 
the period of repayments should be 
extended. Even so, as was shown by 
elaborate statistics, some loss had to be 
borne either by the Exchequer or the 
rates so long as economic rent was not 
paid by the cottagers. It seemed to him 
that the present system of demanding a 
lower rent instead of granting an increase 
of wages to the agricultural labourer was 
a most pernicious one. It might be 
asked how an economic rent could be 
paid. It appeared to him that the most 
promising solution of the problem was 
to attach more land to the cottages, the 
working of which would enable the 
labourers to pay a remunerative rent. 
The Report of the Select Committee last 
year on the Housing of the Working 
Classes Acts Amendment Bill stated | 
that— 

“There is abundant evidence to show that 
the ditticulty of rent charge would be largely 
diminished by the addition of land to the 
cottages. The labourers and others who gave 
evidence before the Housing Commission of 
1885 on the subject stated that the men could 
pay higher rent and would be pleased to do so | 
if Jand, arable or pasture, were attached to 
their dwellings. One witness, of considerable 
experience, while admitting the difficulty of 
paying rent for good cottages alone, said it 
was ‘ easy to pay tair rent for land and cottage 
together.’ He considered the two to be so 
necessary that he declined to consider them 
apart. The above evidence as to the great | 
value to labourers of small plots of land to 
supplement their wages has been amply con.- | 
firmed by the evidence received by the | 
Committee.” 


When he read that paragraph he thought 
he saw in it a hopeful line for future 
action; but he confessed that he was 
very much disappointed to find, on read- 
ing the Report further, that the Committee | 
did not follow out that particular idea 
at all. He admitted that it might be 
difficult to follow it out at any great 
length, because the system under which 
cottages were let at an uneconomic rent 
was almost universal. Still, he was sorry | 
that the Committee did not take more | 
evidence upon that subject, because it 
would have been useful to the Govern- 
ment when they introduced their Rural 
Housing Hill, which he hoped to see pre- 
Mr. Watker. 
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sented before the session was very much 
older. In that way he hoped it might 
be possible to build cottages without any 
or at a very small loss to the rates or to 
the Exchequer. He was informed by one 
of his Irish colleagues that no less than 
4,000 cottages were to be built this year 
in Ireland under the Irish Labourers Act 
of last session, and that it was hoped 
that there would be little, if any, charge 
upon the local rates. What they had to 
aim at in the country districts was the 
greatest diversity of occupation of those 
who dwelt there, and the multiplica- 
tion of holdings of various descriptions, 
From official evidence they had the en- 
couraging fact that there were at the 
present time in Great Britain nearly 
250,000 holdings of between five and 
fifty acres. No doubt a good deal of 
that might be land held by people who had 
other occupations. If that were so it 
did not make the thing any less valuable 
to them, and in desiring that small hold- 
ings should be extended in England they 
did not necessarily mean that everybody 
who had a small holding should be 
entirely dependent upon it for his liveli- 
hood. Were they to try to meet the 
demand for small holdings by legislation 
or simply by trusting to the ordinary 
forces of supply and demand? That 
question had been settled once and for 
all by the Act of 1892 which, however, 
had failed to achieve anything like the 
object which it was hoped to achieve. 
In the first ten years that elapsed after 
the Act came into existence only 652 
acres were provided in the way of small 
holdings, and since then only 130 acres 
had been added. The Act had now 
been in operation fifteen years, and surely 
it was a beggarly return that less than 
1,000 acres should have been provided 
during that time under an Act which 
was passed by the House in the hope 
that it would do a great deal of good 
to the agricultural industry of the 
country. Lord Onslow’s Committee had 
said that this result was largely due to 
the apathy of the county councils. 
Another difficulty had been that when 
small holdings were required and a 
public inquiry had been held, the price 
of land at once went up. The apathy 
of the county councils had, he thought, 
led to the discouragement of agricultural 
labourers up and down the country. 
The labourer was also very often dis- 
couraged when he saw that the small 
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holder was paying double or treble rent | 
for land which was no better than that of | 
the large farmer. What he would like | 
to see was suggested in the Report of | 
Lord Onslow’s Committee, that it should | 
be the duty of a small holdings com- | 
mittee of each county council to inquire | 
every year, from the minor local authori- 
ties within the county, what land was 
occupied in the district by small holders ; 
whether there was a demand for further 
land; and whether there was any avail- | 
able land. As to the question of land | 
being sent up in price when a county 

council wanted to buy it, he could not 
dwell upon that as it would mean a new 

valuation law. Lord Onslow’s Com- 
mittee reported that they had not found 
that the people of this country wished to | 
buy small holdings. They, unlike other 
people, would prefer‘to hire the land, pro- | 
vided they had fixity of tenure ; and it was | 
quite clear that the Act of 1892 had 

been a failure. He welcomed Lord 

Onslow’s recommendation that a central 

department should be established under 

the Board of Agriculture which should 

act for itself, and do what it could to 

encourage local authorities to move in 

the matter. On the point of Govern- 

mental action and purchase by the 

Government he held very strong views, 

because, having travelled in Australia and | 
New Zealand, he had seen how success- | 
fully this purchase system could be 

carried out. In New Zealand they 

passed twelve years ago a Land Settle- 
ment Act. They purchased 158 estates 

with an acreage of 1,000,000 acres for 
£5,500,000. The sites were inspected 

and valued with extreme care, and some- | 
times three independent valuations were 
made, the Board of Land Purchase Com- | 
missioners having discretion as to applica- | 
tions. What wasthe result? In the last | 
financial year 4} per cent. was returned 
on the total outlay by the Government. 
The financial difticulty so often quoted 
here—lack of ability on the part of those | 
who had taken small holdings to find 
sutlicient capital for working and cost of 
equipment—had also been dealt with in | 
New Zealand. There was the Advances 
to Settlers Act of 1894, under which 
sixteen freehold and five leasehold 
securities had been realised with the 
result that in most cases a fair surplus 
had been realised on the amount advanced, 
and in no case was there an actual loss, 
on a total of over £5,000,000. He hoped 
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that, experimentally at all events, some- 
thing of the kind which had_ been 
attempted in New Zealand might be tried 
here, although he agreed that the process 
must be very slow unless hiring opera- 
tions were undertaken at the same time. 
Parliamentary action was therefore advo- 
cated in two directions, directly through 
the Board of Agriculture, and through 
increased power being given to local 
authorities. These questions of housing 
and the distribution of land went to the 
very goal of our national well-being, and 
he hoped the Government would tackle 
them soon, and tackle them in earnest. 
He begged to second the Resolution. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the progressive decline of popula- 
tion in rural districts is a subject of 
serious national concern, and that this 
House ought at once to take such action, 
legislative and administrative, as will 


maintain a rural population as a 
reservoir of national strength and a 


necessary condition of national well- 
heing.”—( Vr. Logers.) 
Sin JOHN KENNAWAY (Devon- 


shire, Honiton) said there might be many 
reasons for the failure of the Act of 
right 1892, but no one who had heard his 
hon. friend the Member for the Bordesley 
Division describing the great success 
which had attended it in one part of 
Worcestershire where it had been put 
fairly in force, could doubt but that there 
had been considerable unwillingness on 
the part of the county councils to do 
what they had been invited to do, and 
practically engage on a large scale in 
land speculation. But there were also 
other forces which had interfered with 
the Act being put into force—namely, 
the nature of the advances, and the practi- 
cally prohibitive terms on which they 
had to be made. The right hon. 
Member for Bordesley, he was glad to see, 
had brought in a Bill to amend the 
Act and to bring it into operation, 
hut it had been blocked night after 
night apparently in order that His 
Majesty’s Government should bring in a 
larger scheme of their own. He sympa- 
thised with the object of the Motion. 
The magic of property and the desire to 
obtain it were very great. People in this 
country would like to have some of the 
facilities for acquisition which were pro- 
vided for their fellow-citizens across 
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St. George’s Channel, and if they had, 
there would be a very great change for 
the better in rural England. He hoped 
we should see to an increasing extent the 
labourer becoming the owner of his own 


land. 


Mr. BLACK (Bedfordshire, Biggles- 
wade) declared that the real solution of 
the problem lay in the wages ques- | 
tion. Nowadays young men were better 
educated than their fathers had been, and | 
they refused to be content with the dreary | 
life of ill-requited toil, with no prospect | 
but the workhouse for their latter 
days. Only three weeks ago from the 
small Bedfordshire village of Lidlington 
five young men went out to Canada, and 
the country which had bred and fed and 
reared them had lost their services, while | 
Canada had gained. Nowadays theaverage 
labourer earned only 14s. 6d. per week, | 
and that was not a living wage. Farm 
rents during this time were increas- | 
ing, while wages of labourers were 
almost stationary. We were putting 
the landowner first, the farmer second, | 
and the labourer third; but that order | 
ought to be reversed. He would like | 
to see a minimum wage established for 
these labourers at not less than £1 | 
a week. If the labourer were better | 
paid he would be worth more, and until | 
he was better paid the problem of 
rural depopulation would never be solved. | 
In the long run the farmer could get no 
more out of the workers than their pay. 
It was the same with cattle and horses. | 
They only got as much out as they put 
in. It was true the labourer got a cheap | 
cottage, but that was part of the plan to 
deprive him of his just earnings. On 
many estates cottages formed part of the 
furniture of the estate. A cottage costing 
£150 or £200 could not be provided for 
1s, or 1s. 6d. a week rent. As a matter 
of fact, in many cases a sufficient number 
of these cottages were not provided. But | 


if the labourer were paid a fair wage | 
he could pay for a better cottage. The | 


agricultural labourer had never had a 
fair chance of getting a fair day’s wage 
for a fair day’s work, and of providing 
the necessities and a few of the comforts | 
of life for wife and family. This proposal 
he believed would enable the labourers 
to become generally better customers 
for commodities, and in that way it 
would react beneficially over the whole | 
industrial life of the country. 
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Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, E.,) 
thought that to whatever section of 
the House hon. Members belonged they 
must be in entire sympathy with this 
Resolution and the spirit and manner in 
which it had been moved and seconded, 
Opinions might differ as to the means by 
which the Resolution was to be carried 
out; but there was no doubt that the 
desertion of our villages and hamlets 
must have an unwholesome, if not a 
disastrous, effect on our national life. 
These people went from the pure air 
in the country to the stifling slums 


of the great cities, and that must, 
and undoubtedly did have, an_ evil 


effect on the character and physique 
of the people. When they came 
to contemplate the remedy for this 
state of things they were told about 
the burden of life in the villages, but 
they were not told how that state of 
things was to be remedied. He entirely 
agreed with what had been said about 
doing something more, and he had always 
worked loyally with his colleagues in 
Ulster so far as facilitating the building 
of cottages and the acquisition of allot- 
ments were concerned. The only remedy 
in his opinion was the fiscal remedy. We 
boasted of being a free trade country, a 
position we shared with only one country 
in the world—China; yet our customs 
taxation imposed by the Government was 
12s. 2d. per head of the population. The 
customs taxes of the United States were 
11s. 8d., and those of the so-called pro- 
tectionist country—our great trade rival, 
Germany—were only 8s. 2d. We had 
no right therefore to claim that we were 
a free trade country. We were protec- 
tionists to our own Empire, we taxed 
the tea and sugar and other products 
of our Empire, but in the emphatic words 
of the Prime Minister we slammed the 
door in the face of our Empire. 


AN HON. MEMBER: The Prime 


Minister said we did not slam the door. 


Mr. CROOKS: We have no door to 


slam. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said that during 
the lust few weeks the Colonies felt that 
we had slammed the door. But he tor 
one would not add to the cost of living 
in any way, knowing the wages of the 
agricultural Jabourer in the county he had 
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the honour to represent, and knowing 
that among his supporters he had none 
more loyal than the agricultural labourers. 
Their wages did not reach the ideal of 
£1 a week of which they had heard, but 
if the scheme of tariff reform were carried 
out they would rise to that ideal. He 
would endeavour by such means to 
cheapen the cost of luxuries and neces- 
sities such as tea, sugar, and tobacco, 
and he believed that such a reform 
would also raise wages by stimulating 
the great agricultural industry which, 
after all, must be helped and stimulated 
if we were to keep the population on 
the land at all. It was only by that 
means that the bone and sinew of the 
nation could be retained in the country — 
the population for whose condition no 
remedy had been found in this Motion. 


*Sin FRANCIS CHANNING (North- 
amptonshire, E.) said the hon. Member 
was very anxious to introduce Tariff 
Reform and thought it would raise the 
wages of the labourers to £1 a week. 
But he thought the hon. Member would 
have recollected that during the time 
protection was in force in this country 
wages were at the very lowest level they 
ever reached. If the hon. Gentleman 
had studied more carefully the wages of 
the agricultural labourers in protectionist 
Germany and France, he would know 
that they were only two-thirds of what 
they were in free-trade England. He 
would refer the hon. Member to the 
evidence given before the Taritf Reform 
Commission, if indeed the evidence had 
been published as well as the Report. 
One of the ablest farmers in the Midlands 
was examined before the Tariff Reform 
Commission and was able from his own 
farm accounts of many years to produce 
figures which showed conclusively, as he 
assured him (Sir Francis), that if the 
Taritf Reform proposals of the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham were in 
force, the result would have been that his 
outlay in the cost of working his farm 
would be so increased, that it would cost 
him £3 for every £2 he added to his 
income. These facts he was able to 
establish in spite of the cross-examination 
of Mr. Chaplin and the other members of 
the Commission, who were wholly unable 
to answer the case thus made. It 
was really not worth while to waste 
further time on such absurd delusions. 
This was a very serious evil, and one 
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with which he for one had laboured to 
deal, and he hoped the whole House 
would so labour irrespective of Party or 
economic views. What he urged was 
that rural depopulation would not be 
remedied until a real hope was created in 
the agricultural population, by the agri- 
cultural industry being so organised that it 
was enabled to make a thoroughly good 
profit out of the land. Our agricultural 
education in the present day was quite 
unsuited to develop the higher energies 
and capacities of those engaged on the 
land. No cause was so potent in pro- 
ducing depopulation as the feeling of 
despair which the conditions of country 
life bred. 


*Mr. PARKER (Halifax) said the 
question of rural depopulation was a 
great deal more than an economic 
question ; it lay at the root of our national 
prosperity in its best sense. He did not 
intend to reply at all to the remarks 
which had been made on the subject of 
tariff reform, which, with certain hon. 
Members, turned up like King Charles’ 
head, no matter what might be the subject 
under discussion. Reference had been 
made to the breakdown of the Act of 1892, 
but one of the chief causes of that break- 
down had not been mentioned, namely, 
that the landlord element in the county 
councils, an element so strongly repre- 
sented, had hitherto regarded it as no 
part of their interest to insist on a larger 
number of small holders being brought 
on to the land. [“Oh.”] He did not 
think that there was the slightest doubt 
about that, and he thought it was borne 
out by the evidence. He believed that on!y 
two county councils had as yet put the Act 
into operation. Each decade of the last 
fifty years had shown a continuous exodus 
from the country tothe towns. During 
the ten years ended 1901 there was a 
reduction of the rural population by 
twenty per cent. There was one reason 
for this decrease of the population em- 
ployed on the land which had not been 
mentioned, and that was the “make- 
haste-to-be rich” idea which prevailed 
amongst the population as a whole. It 
was due also to the fact that the labourer 
had been to school, and had had a sort 
of education—an education that had 
created a spirit of discontent that was 
not in all cases a righteous discontent, 
an education that had not been fitted to 
the man and given him a desire to stay 
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where he was and get the best out of | 
the country in which he lived. There | 
was a strong desire among labourers for | 
access to the land, with which desire | 
there was little sympathy on county | 
councils. A purchase system with increase | 
of owners was not required, but what | 
was required was security of tenure; an 
educational system fitting a man for 
his occupation ; encouragement for such | 
home industries as could be followed | 
by a man and his family in winter 
time when work in the fields ceased. 
The agricultural labourer who came into 
the town under the impression that he 
would improve his position very often 
found out his mistake when he came to | 
compete with the labourer in the City. | 
When he was a boy eight years of age his | 
father was employed on the estate of a| 
gentleman who was once a member of | 
the House, and who was busily engaged | 
in trying to get into the House agsin. | 
This gentleman, Mr. Chaplin, was the | 
landlord of the particular farm on which | 
his father was employed at a wage of | 
12s. or 13s. a week. But in addition to 
that wage, the labourer had many things 
added in this particular instance, such 
as a cottage, the garden, three tons of 
coal every year, a fat pig, the privilege 
of gleaning the fields behind the 
labourers, &c., and the result was the 
wage instead of being 12s. or 13s. was 
probably nearer 22s. a week. To-day 
the wages in that particular district were 
less than they were thirty-five years ago. 
In addition to the causes of depopulation 
in rural areas to which he had referred 
he would emphasise the fact that land- 
lords could considerably improve existing 
conditions if they ceased to regard their 
estates as possessions which enabled them | 
to lord it over their labourers. [Cries of | 
“No.”] Yes; he spoke from personal 
knowledge and experience. * They must 
cease to lord it over them in the matters 
of religion, of education, of politics, 
and of freedom of thought and conscience. 
If they wanted a healthy and contented 
peasantry it would be necessary for 
Parliament to act, and to act quickly, in 
the best interests of the nation as a 
whole. He had much pleasure in 
supporting the Resolution. 





CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing) said he did not for a moment claim 
for himself or for those who sat around 
him any superior knowledge on this | 


Mr. Parker. 
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| of it. 
| labourer thought the country dull, and 
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subject, but he thought it was a very 
good thing that the House of Commons 
should turn from high political matters 
in order to interest themselves in one of 
the most serious questions of the present 
day, and that they should _ seek 
calmly and _ dispassionately, and, _ if 
possible in the House of Commons, with- 
out Party feeling, for some remedy which 
would assist in the solution of the 
problem which lay before them. They 
were in search of something which would 
prevent the labourers from leaving their 
work in the country. Various remedies 
had been suggested, with most of which 
he thought they agreed. They all wanted 
good cottages, better wages, and employ- 
ment ; these were all remedies in which 
there was a great deal of truth, but they 
were not good for all cases, They might 
build more cottages, create more small 
holdings and pay higher wages, but that 
would not remedy the exodus of labourers 
from all parts of the country. The rush 
of the agricultural labourer to the town 
was really due to the spirit of the age, 
its restlessness and desire for amusement, 
and also to the force of example. Their 
grandfathers and great grandfathers used 
to drink heavily and so did the middle 
and lower classes. As time went on and 
education and knowledge spread, the 
upper classes drank less, and so did the 
middle and lower classes, and the force of 
example went on in that way. There 
ought to be a spirit of emulation in all 
classes. They all wished to better them- 
selves. The agricultural labourer read 
of cne of his own class making a fortune 
by coming to town, and thereupon he 
became dissatisfied with following the 
plough. The town had the same attrac- 
tion for the upper classes also. An 
ancestor of his who had the honour of 
representing the City of London was 
content to come to town twice a year to 
vote, and to make perhaps two speeches 
in four years. Would the hon. Baronet 
who now sat for the City be content with 
a speech in two years? Would the 
Leader of the Opposition desire to pass 
his time in Scotland, wearing the kilt and 
tossing the caber, and only coming to the 
House twice a year to vote? Not a bit 
In like manner the agricultural 


he drifted to the town, not only to his 
own detriment, but to the loss of the 
nation. He thought that hon. Members 
were rather apt to forget all these things ; 
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they appeared to imagine that there | 
was a universal panacea which could be 
applied to this problem. The fact was 
often overlooked that in these matters 
the real secret of success was application 
and concentration. 


*Mr. BECK (Cambridgeshire, Wis- 
bech) said he agreed with the right hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down, in 
believing that the desire for novelty 
characteristic of this age had much to do 
with rural depopulation. He, however, 
begged the House to remember that our 
present system directly assisted to drive 
men of enterprise from the land, whereas 
jand reformers were desirous of doing 
everything possible to counteract the 
tendency common to all civilised nations, 
of agriculturists to migrate to the towns. 
He was sure that all parties shared in 
this desire, however much they might 
differ as to methods. For instance, they 
on that side had a keen appreciation of 
the way in which the right hon. Mem- | 
ber for the Bordesley Division of Bir- 
mingham had kept this question before 
the country. After the very convincing 
speeches of the mover and_ seconder 
ot the Resolution there was little for 
him to say. The part of the Reso- 
lution which he particularly supported 
was that contained in the two words | 
“at once.” Nobody would deny that 
time and again the péople in the rural 
districts had had held out to them 
on this subject hopes which had not been 
realised. ‘They hoped the Government | 
would grasp this nettle firmly, and intro- 
duce legislation on practical lines. He 
was aware that it was no easy task, 
and the debate had shown the extra- 
ordinary divergence of opinion in regard 
to the remedies suggested. He thought, 
however, that the great remedy was a 
ladder by which the agricultural labourer 
could climb up into the farmer class. 
In the constituency which he represented 
there was an excellent example of what 
could be done when men got hold of 
small portions of land for themselves. 
The soil there was pre-eminently suit- 
able for all kinds of what were called 
the smaller agricultural industries. In 
that particular district a most remarkable 
change had come over the country since 
men had been able to get possession of 
small holdings, and he wished to add his 
voice to those which had already been 
raised in favour, not of small owners, but 
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of small tenants. He certainly granted 
that to a certain extent small owners had 
been a success, but there had been cases 
in which such owners had rack-rented 
more than any larger landlord would 
ever have done. Moreover, they were 
tied to a particular district and a particu- 
lar piece of land in a way which was de- 
trimental to their further progress. He 
had sincere pleasure in supporting 
the Resolution. No greater mistake 
could be made by hon. Members or 
by other reformers, than to suppose that 
the agricultural labourer was an_ un- 
intelligent or stupid person. His own 
belief and experience was that no man 
was quicker to grasp opportunities than 
the agricultural labourer. It was the 
business of the House to help him, and 
he was sure that all, irrespective of party, 
were anxious to provide him with oppor- 
tunities for the exercise of his energy and 
perseverance. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) congratulated the mover 
of the Motion on the courtesy and con- 
sideration which he had shown to those 
opposed to him in the manner in which 
he had brought the question before the 
House. He would like to make one allu- 


| sion to what had fallen from the hon. 


Member for Halifax, who had spoken on 
behalf of the Labour Party. He was 
sorry the hon. Member had made the 
acquaintance of any landlord who found 
pleasure in attempting to dictate to his 
tenants in any matter of religion or 
politics. Such landlords were not known 
to him, and he doubted whether any man 
would make that assertion and corrobo- 
rate it. Referring to the system of 
tied cottages, he said that on_ his 
own estate he had thought it better 
to break away from it, and he was rather 
in favour of the suggestion made by the 
mover of the Resolution. It was a 
curious fact disclosed by his own ex- 
perience that a long tenure or occupation 
by the same man was more likely to re- 
sult from the untied system. That might 
be a good system in one county where, 
perhaps, the farms were smaller, and 
where acquaintanceship between the 
owner and the occupier was more direct, 
but it might not hold good in another 
county where the conditions were ditter- 
ent. The hon. Member must not make 
the mistake of arguing generally from 
one particular locality. If he would look 
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at the North of England he would find 
that nothing would induce some people to 
remain in their cottages more than a 
year ; they would insist upon going to 
different employers. When the hon. 
Member suggested that to stop rural 
depopulation we must go back to more 
primitive methods of farming, he was 
treading on very dangerous ground. If 
we went back to more primitive methods 
we should interfere with the system on 
which all our high-grade breeding of stock 
rested, and all that had given to this 
country its reputation in that direction. 
That would be abolished. It was by 
practising the highest scientific farming, 
and by using the best possible implements, 
that we had been enabled to maintain our 
great reputation as a farming country. 
The hon. Member must bear that in mind 
when he argued for the original type of 
farming as being most likely to check 
rural depopulation. The hon. Member 
had referred to the cost of build- 
ings, but he himself thought that what 
was said on that question would, 
from the economic point of view, break 
down if subjected to examination. The 
hon. Member had said that there was a 
great demand for small holdings, but had 
he considered how limited the capital of 
agricultural labourers was who had to 
enter upon a holding of from three 
up to ten acres? He had no capital 
to risk in building, and _ often his 
sole capital was the promise of a loan 
from somebody. Then it must be re- 
membered that a man who did not bring 
capital into a holding was naturally more 
willing to take risks in cultivation than a 
man with capital. The hon. Member 
had made a remark touching on the 
delicate subject of the possible effects 
of a duty on corn. The last thing why 
a man should support tariff reform 
was the idea that he was going to get an 
increased profit on his corn. It might 
give him advantages in other ways, but 
not an increased price for his corn. The 
hon. Member had also referred to emi 
gration as the cause of rural depopulation, 
and there he was in close agreement with 
hon. Members on both sides of the House. 
But how were they going to check emi 
gration? He maintained that they 
might check it by making the conditions 
of life on the land in this country such 
as would make labourers and smali 
holders prosperous and comfortable even 
in their old age. Another question 
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| raised was the insufficiency of the 
supply of cottages for agricultural 
labourers. He would like to see a 


wider knowledge and appreciation of 
the really splendid efforts which were 
being made by landlords all over England 
in the direction of the provision of fine 
cottages for their farm hands. Full 
credit should be given to those land- 


lords who were trying to provide 
cottages which involved a_ direct 
heavy loss upon them. He knew 


from personal experience that a_ pair 
of cottages in his own county cost 
not less than £400, and they were let at 
£4 a year each, which was less than it 
cost to keep them up. He agreed with 
the hon. Member that wages should be 
based on the profits of the trades which 
gave employment to the workers ; but he 
thought that £1 a week was a more 
accurate estimate, including incidental 
advantages, than 12s. or 14s. 6d. a week, 
of the average wages of agricultural 
labourers. Youngsters, as they were now 
brought up, had an instinctive desire for 
promotion ; and they often fled to the 
towns where there seemed to be more 
promise of promotion open to them. He 
himself believed in a system of promotion. 
Some years ago he adopted a system by 
which his agricultural labourers rose 
steadily in position according to the 
number of years of their service, and 
since that time not a single labourer had 
left his service, except, of course, from 
accidental circumstances. Very hard 
references were made to the landlords 
in these matters, but he believed that 
it was more statesmanlike to encourage 
and stimulate them to make these ex- 
periments than to bring the State into play 
and to do these things by the irritating 
process of compulsion which seemed to 
recommend itself to many land reformers 
so that the landowners should not have 
the credit of doing them. Having some 
practical knowledge of the question, he 
felt competent to speak upon the subject, 
but it. was a source of great satisfaction 
to himgslf, personally, that a great 
national question of this sors had been 
taken up in the spirit whict had been 
manifested that evening. 











| Tur TREASURER or tr : HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir EpwarpD STRACB sy, Somer- 
| setshire, 8.): I am glad to). eciprocate 
lall that has been said b the right 
‘hon. Gentleman as to the way in 
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which this debate has been conducted, 
however much we may differ as to 
the means of carrying out the Motion 
which has been moved and seconded in 
such an able way. Although there may 
be some difference, there is none as to the 
urgency of this question. My hon. friend 
the Member for Wiltshire has referred to 
the decline of the agricultural population, 
and no one has differed from his state- 
ment of the gravity of the problem, and 
therefore, it is the fact that wherever we 
sit in this House we wish to deal with 
the question, and to apply any possible 
remedies. My hon. friend explained 
some of the causes, and said that in the 
main they were of an economic character. 
It is not possible for me to follow him 
into all the details, but one point he made 
did strike me particularly, and that was 
that, as he said, one of the causes of de- 
population was that of adding farm to 
farm. I must say that I agree with 
that, but it is a practice which is not 
so common as it was in the seventies, 
when it was very prevalent. At the 
present moment I think the tendency is, 
where the landlords have the opportunity, 
to split up large farms, but the opportun- 
ity and the power of the landlords is so 
limited that I think it is very desirable 
to aid that process of sub-dividing again 
farms which joined together in the last 
century, and to discourage the system of 
adding farm to farm if it has not already 
come to anend. Then we are told that 
there are other remedies. It is suggested 
by some hon. Members on the other side 
that fiscal reform would be a remedy, but 
I will only say that in regard to the 
problem of getting the labourer back to 
the soil an1 giving him some interest in 
the cultivation of it by allotments’ and 
small holdiugs, fiscal reform is ¢ srtainly 
not the re’edy. The agricultural la- 
bourer has’ no desire for a return 
of the tines when labourers’ wages 
were 7s. «vy 8s. a week and the 
price of ‘heat was 80s. a quarter. 
The right oon. Gentleman the Member 
for Newport said that the farmer would 
be very foo ish indeed if he advocated 
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fiscal reform hoping to get an increased 
price for his wheat. On the other hand, 
I do not think he would be so foolish as 
to advocate fiscal reform which raised 
the price of what he bought and not 
what he sold. I sympathise with the 
idea of the hon. Member for Wiltshire 
that we should aim at creating a ladder 
for the agricultural labourer, so that a 
man who has done well on an allotment 
may rise to the position of a small farmer, 
and eventually have the opportunity 
of rising to the position of the occupier 
of a large farm. No doubt many Mem- 
bers of this House, in common with 
myself, have had experience of the man 
who began life as an agricultural labourer, 
and by his own industry and_ thrift 
become in middle life a substantial farmer, 
and in his old age able to establish his 
sons on farms. Our desire should be to 
give more of those opportunities to 
labourers who, by having shown thrift 
and ability, prove themselves worthy of 
being helped and of being advanced 
in life from small occupiers to large 
farmers. It is an entire mistake, how- 
ever, to suppose that on this side of 
the House there is any desire to 
split up the whole country into small 
holdings. Nothing of the kind is desired. 
The whole of our desire is that there shall 
be holdings of every description, so as to 
afford opportunities of improvement in 
the condition of capable men. Questions 
of building by-laws and sanitary im- 
provements are more for my right hon. 
friend the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board and his Department than for 
me, but anything the House can do to 
promote improvement in these matters 
will aid in solving the problems we are 


considering. The right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Honiton Division has 


alluded to the unwillingness of county 
councils to engage in land speculation, but 
I do not think that in regard to small hold- 
ings there is much speculation. I think 
we have had sufficient proof of the success 
of small holdings to make the risk, if any, 
very slight. Men who live on the land 
and buy the land know perfectly well 


M 
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that proper care should be taken in 
selecting the tenants and in putting the 
right men on the land, and they cannot 
understand why the county councils 
should not take the same care as ordinary 
landlords to do the same thing; nor 
can [ see why they should not. It has 
been said that there are large numbers 
of landlords on the county councils, and 
it is as necessary that they should 
take the same care in the selection of 
tenants as others do in order to make 
the small holdings a_ success. This 
Resolution, which deals with the decline 
of population in rural districts, goes on 
to say that it is necessary that this House 
should take action as regards legislation 
and administration. I should like to 
point out to the House that as regards 
administration a good deal has already 
been done since my noble friend the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
has been appointed Commissioner of 
Crown Lands. No sooner was he 
appointed than he at once facilitated 
the letting of land in small holdings 
and allotments in every way. What has 
been the result of his efforts? My noble 
friend is in absolute sympathy with the 
provision of small holdings an1 the en- 
couragement of agricultural labourers to 
remain on the land and to make the best 
they can of it in becoming occupiers of 
farms. Out of fourteen counties in which 
there are Crown lands spontaneous 
applications have been made in eleven 
for small holdings. ‘Take, for instance, 
South Lincolnshire, where eighty-seven 
applications have been received by my 
noble friend as Crown Commissioner, for 
2,800 acres, and he feels that he will 
be able to satisfy 50 per cent. of those 
applications without depriving a single 
farmer of his home or his livelihood. It 
is curious, and at the same time very 
satisfactory, to know that the great 
majority of those men who made applica- 
tions are already allotment holders, 
showing that the men who have under | 
previous legislation got allotments are. 
the very men who have put their foot on 
the first rung of the ladder, and are now ' 
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proceeding higher in order that they may 
become small holders. I am one of those 
who approach this question of providing 
small holdings and cutting up big farms 
from the point of view that at the 
same time we must be very careful 
indeed that we do nothing unjust to 
the sitting tenant. Unless there is 
very good reason indeed, that man 
must not be interfered with, and if he 
is interfered with at all it must not he 
done in any way, as my noble friend has 
said, to deprive him of his own home or 
of his own livelihood. In the parish of 
Welby in Yorkshire, there are large 
estates of 3,600 acres, and there have 
been applications for 500 acres for small 
holdings. At the present moment 
of those 3,600 acres 2,000 acres are held 
by four farmers alone, and three of those 
farmers are non-resident, and do not live 
in the parish. I think that to have 
absentee landlords is undesirable, and it 


is also undesirable to have absentee 
farmers. Therefore it is no grievance to 


a man if he is not living in the 
parish, and if he is not living on his farm 
and does not farm it himself, that others 
who are anxious to farm land in the 
parish should have a portion of the farm 
of the absentee farmer. In Cambridge- 
shire, my hon friend the Member for 
Newmarket has been able in the most 
successful way to cut up a large farm of 
Crown land of over 900 acres. It had 
been yielding no rent at all, and was 
carried on, I understand, at a loss, as is 
too often the case with land owned by a 
landlord who is not on _ the spot 
to look after it himself. What has the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
been able todo? He has been able to 
let it at £700 a year, to secure a profit 
instead of a loss for the Crown, and at 
the same time to split up the land into 
small holdings to the number of seventy- 
five, thus providing employment and 
bringing back tothe land a large number 
of persons. 

An HON. MEMBER: What about 
buildings ? 
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Sm EDWARD STRACHEY : I have | 
already explained to the House that a | 
sum of about £1,800 has been provided 
for building, and to add to the houses 
already in existence. My noble friend, 
at an expenditure of £1,800, on which he 
receives interest, has been able tc place 
seventy-five men on the land, he is 
getting a rent of £700 a year instead of 
no rent at all, and in having done all this 
I certainly think that he has done 
something well worthy of imitation. 
Of course we are all in agreement on 
this subject. Lord Onslow, the ex-Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture, when he 
was in office referred to this very ques- 
tion of small holdings. He said he would 
be very glad to introduce a measure to 
facilitate the provision of small holdings 
and the division of large holdings into 
smaller holdings, but that he did not feel 
justified in drafting a Bill that had no 
chance of becoming law. I can assure 
the House that we have the 
necessity of in- 


same 
feeling as to the 
troducing a measure for small holdings 
and the division of larger holdings into 
smaller holdings. But we do _ not 
say that there is no time to do 
it, and that it would be a waste of 
time to draft a Bill because there is no 
time to give facilities for it. It is just 
the contrary. The present Government 
mean to introduce a Bill, and mean to 
find facilities for it ; they mean to carry 
the Bill through, and to deal with a 
question which the late Government did 
uot deal with. This Government means 
to find the time, and they will not 
allow to weigh with them an _ ob- 
jection which Lord Onslow, when 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
advanced as a reason for not drafting a 
Bill, though the late Government had ten 
years in which to deal with this important 
question. On what lines the question | 
ought to be dealt with is a very large 
subject indeed, and the House will not 
expect me at this hour to enter into it. | 
But there is no doubt as to the way in | 
which the matter should be approached. | 
We must see whether the Act of 1892 has | 
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been satisfactory; whether the county 
councils have really tried to purchase or 
hire by agreement and have failed for no 
fault of their own. As regards compulsory 
powers, which are wanting under 
the Act of 1892, I think we may 
very well take advice from the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Bordesley, 
whose interest in this question has been 
so very sincere, so constant, and so con- 
sistent. The right hon. Gentleman in 
giving evidence before the Committee on 
whose Report the Act of 1892 was found- 
ed, said it was desirable not to recom- 
mend compulsion but to see how such an 
Act would work, and if necessary obtain 
compulsion in another Act thereafter. 
We have certainly seen that the Act of 
1892 has not worked satisfactorily from 
the point of view of small holdings 
provided generally by county 
councils. I am not going to blame 
the county councils, because they 
may not have had sufficient inducement 
to deal with this question; but it is 
perfectly clear that an amendment of the 
Act of 1892 is required, and that that very 
power which the right hon. Gentleman 
Bordesley said 
power of 


being 


the Member for 
might be necessary—the 
compulsion—will have to be applied. 
The right hon. Gentleman _ said 
that although it might not be possible to 
introduce it into that Act it might be 
necessary to do so in the future. It is 
quite clear that the time has come when 
it is necessary to ask for compulsory 
powers of purchase for county councils, 
and that county councils shall be made 
aware that this is a question with which 
they must deal, and that the country at 
large expects them to see that every 
opportunity is given to every labourer 
and every working man to get upon 
the land and rise. An agricultural 
labourer can look forward to little 
unless he has a prospect of acquiring 
a small holding and so improving his 
position. I venture to say that any 
Member of this House who is an 
owner of land, if he has a small hold- 
ing vacant, has fifty applications for 
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it. His great difficulty is not to select 
a good man but to discriminate between 
the many applications which are made to 
him. There was a reference made to- 
night to the fact that small holdings are 
let at rentals out of all proportion to the 
surrounding land, and even at a price 
which, if it does not mean failure, 
at all events means that the small 
holder is very much handicapped in 
making it pay with the land surround- 
ing him let in larger quantities at 
lower rents. In any cases where there 
have been failures those failures may 
be traced to the fact that the man 
in his anxiety to get a small farm 
has paid more than he could afford. 
It has been the experience of land- 
lords who like myself let small 
holdings that it has been necessary 
to reiuse rents which have been offered 
for small holdings and to accept smaller 
rents, because the landlord knew the 
tenant would either fail, or live under 
conditions which no right-minded land- 
lord would desire to see his tenant 
living under. I can only say the Govern- 
ment cordially accept the Motion which 
has been moved so ably by my hon. 
friend. 


Adjournment 


*Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury) said that apparently the 
Ministerial panacea for rural depopulation 
was the provision of small holdings. He 
would like to draw attention to the fact 
which had not yet mentioned, 
that the same rural depopulation was 
going on in every country in Europe, 
even although there were to be found 
the advantages upon 
which some hon. Members laid so 
much stress, namely, small holdings, 
protection, fixity of tenure, and occupy- 
ing ownership. He therefore ventured 
to submit to the House that the 
mere provision of small holdings was 
not the only thing which was going 
to stop rural depopulation in England. 
It would appear to be assumed by some 
that no small holdings existed in 
England at the present moment, but if 


been 


there so-called 
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they inquired they would find that the 
majority of holdings in this country 
were under fifty acres, if not under 
twenty-five acres. The hon. Gentleman 
representing the Board of Agriculture 
had stated that the Government were 
going to introduce a Small Holdings Bill. 
He suggested that as the noble Lord the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
was now making some interesting ex- 
periments on land under his control, 
it would be better in the interests 
of the agricultural community as a 
whole to wait and 
periments turned out before attempting 
to legislate for the artificial provision 


of the House. 


see how those ex- 


of small holdings. He had grave 
doubts whether small holdings would 
be a success except under favourable 


conditions, and he believed that in the 
majority of cases they were only suc- 
cessful where the small holder was en- 
gaged in a subsidiary employment as 
well. The hon. Baronet had alluded to 
the Burwell Farm near Newmarket where 
the provision of buildings for eighty- 


two small holders was carried out for 
the small sum of £1,800. That was 
a very exceptional case as_ there 


were no cottages to provide, and he 
believed all those who were now estab- 
lished as small holders there gained 
their living in the past by driving people 
to the races. That was an employment 
they were still able to carry on. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the progressive decline 
of population in rural districts is a sub- 
ject of serious national concern, and that 
this House ought at once to take such 
action, legislative and administrative, as 
will maintain a rural population as a 
reservoir of national strength and a 
necessary national well- 
being.—(.Wr. Rogers.) 


fo] 


condition of 


NOTIFICATION OF BIRTHS BILL. 
Read a second time and Committed to 
a Standing Committee. 


Adjourned at seven minutes after 
Eleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 9th May, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Northern and City Railway Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


King’s Norton and Northfield Urban 
District Council Bill. Reported from the 
Police and Sanitary Committee, with 
Amendments [Title amendedj; Report 
: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
4) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 


, 882 


eport to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


London County Council (Money) Bill ; 
> Middlesbrough Corporation Bill | Lords]. 
hey agp with Amendments ; Reports 

0 lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Leeds Corporation Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments [Title amended] ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Birmingham Corporation Bill [ Lords] ; 
Manchester Ship Canal (Bridgewater 
* Canal) Bill [Lords]. Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


Staveley Coal and Iron Company Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Weston-super-Mare Grand Pier Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet Rail- 
ways and Piers Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 
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RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 5). 


Sir Lewis McIver reported from the 


| Committee on Group 5 of Railway Bills ; 


That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Monday 


| next, at half-past Eleven of the Clock. 


| {ordered 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Dunfermline, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour ; from Anniesland ; 
and, Cross ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


against; from Bristol ; 
Leamington Spa ; to lie 


Petitions 
Harston ; and, 
upon the Table. 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF 
MAINTENANCE). 


Petition from Prestwich, for legislation ; 


| to lie upon the Table. 


JAMAICA. 

Petition of Residents in the City of 
Kingston and the adjoining Parish of St. 
Andrew, Jamaica, for a grant in aid and 
for an Imperial loan to restore homes and 
buildings destroyed in the recent earth- 
quake (King’s recommendation signified) ; 
referred to the Committee of Supply. 


REPORTS, ETC. 
EAST INDJA (EXCISE COMMITTEE). 
Return [presented 6th May], to be 

printed. [No. 142.] 


RETURNS, 


TEINDS, ETC. (SCOTLAND). 
presented, relative thereto 
18th December, 1906; Jf. 
McCallum) ; to lie upon the Table. 


Return 


MINES AND QUARRIES. 

Copy presented, of General Report and 
Statistics for the year 1906, Part I. 
(District Statistics), Statistics of the 

N 
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Persons employed, Output, and Accidents 
at Mines and Quarries in the United 
Kingdom, arranged according to the 
Inspection districts [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Council of the County of Lancaster, and 
confirmed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, fixing the Hours 
of Closing for certain classes of Shops 
within the Clayton-le-Moors, Oswald- 
twistle, and Church Urban Districts [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATE, 1907 8). 

Estimate presented, of the Further 
Amount required in the year ending 31st 
March, 1908, for Sundry Colonial Services | 
[by Command]; Referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply, and to be printed. 
[ No. 143.] 


EAST INDIA (ESTIMATE). 

Copy presented, of Estimate of Revenue 
and Expenditure of the Government of 
India for 1906-7, compared with the 
results of 1905-6 jby Act] 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 144.] 
EAST INDIA (FINANCE AND REVENUE 

ACCOUNTS). 

Copy presented, of Finance and 
Revenue Accounts of the Government 
of India for 1905-6 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (HOME ACCOUNTS), 


Copy presented, of Home Accounts of | 


the Government of India [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 145.] 


(ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual 
3799 {by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


TRADE REPORTS 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Lunacy, Copy of Report 
Lord Chanceller of the numper of visits 
made, the number of patients seen, and 
the number of miles travelled by the 
Visitors of Lunatics between Ist October, 
1906, and 31st March, 1907 [by Act. ] 
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2. Charity Commissioners (Agricul- 
tura! Land), Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 26th March; Sir 
William Collins. | 


EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS AND IRRE- 
GATION WORKS), 

Address for Return showing the 
estimated position, as regards capital ex- 
penditure, of the several Railways and 
Irrigation Works under construction in 
India on the 31st day of March 1907, 
and the proposed expenditure thereon 
during 1907-8 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 155, of Session 





1906).”—( Mr. Robert Price.) 
EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS. 
| Address for “Return showing the 


{number of Experiments on Living 
| Animals during the year 1906, under 
| licences granted under the Act 39 and 
40 Vi ic., c. 77, distinguishing the nature 
of the "Experiments (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 204, of Session 
1906).”—(Mr. Herbert Samuel.) 


ULTIMUS H.-ERES (SCOTLAND) 
(ACCOUNT AND LIST OF ESTATES). 
Return ordered, “ of Abstract Account 

of the receipts and payments of the 
King’s and Lord Treasurer's Remem- 
brancer in Scotland, in the year ended 
ithe 3lst day of Decemier, 1906, in the 
|administration of Estates and Treasure 
Trove on behalf of the Crown.” 





“ And of Alphabetical List of Estates 
which fell to the Crown as Ultimus 
' Heres in Scotland administered by the 


| King’s and Lord Treasurer’s Remem- 
brancer in the same _ year.”—(M/r. 


Runciman.) 


GAS UNDERTAKINGS. 

ordered, “relating to all 
Undertakings in the 
than those of 


Return 
authorised Gas 
United Kingdom, other 
|Loeal Authorities, for the year ended 
the 3lst day of December 1906 (in con- 
'tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
| 393, of Session 1906)."—(Mr. Lloyd- 
| (reorge.) 


to the | 


GAS UNDERTAKINGS (LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 

ordered, “relating to all 

Undertakings in the 
belonging to Local 


Return 
' authorised Gas 
' United Kingdom, 
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Authorities for the year ended the 25th | of auditors legal decisions, such as that 
day of March, 1907 (in continuation of referred to in the Question, as a guide to 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 394, of Session | them in the performance of their statutory 


1906).”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


AMERICAN MAIL SERVICE. 
Return ordered, “ showing the number 
of days, hours, and minutes occupied in 
the transit of the Royal Mails, both out- 
ward and inward, carried during the 


| 


years 1905 and 1906, respectively, by | 


steamships between Queenstown and 
New York, between Southampton and 
New York, and between New York and 
Plymouth. The Return to specify the 


asterisk or otherwise those not carrying 
Mails under contract (in continuation of 
similar Return for 1904, dated 17th May, 
1905).”—(Captain Donelan.) 


WUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Local Authorities and Local 
Traders’ Tenders. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the atten- 
tion of the Local Government Board 
auditors in Ireland will be called to the 
decision of the 
England, Mr. Justice Darling, and Mr. 
Justice Phillimore, in the London Courts 
on Tuesday, to the effect that local 
authorities are not bound to accept the 
lowest tender unless negligence or fraud 
can be shown ; and whether, under these 
circumstances, local authorities in Ireland 
will be authorised to give the preference 
to local contractors where they are 
satisfied that the value is better even if 
the price be higher, or where they 
believe that the district will benefit by 
the expenditure being kept in the 
country. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Local 
Government Board for Ireland are re- 
quired by statute to decide, on appeal, as 
to the lawfulness of the reasons stated by 
auditors for making surcharges. They 
are consequently not in a position to give 
their auditors any directions as to the 
grounds on which their decisions should 
be based. Arrangements, however, were 


Lord Chief Justice of | 





duties, and attention will be drawn to 
this case in the usual course. Under 
Section 18 of The Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1902, special statutory 
powers and duties are imposed on the 
auditors in cases of the acceptance of 
tenders for public works which are not 
the lowest tenders. The district councils 
or proposal committees who accept such 
tenders are not the ultimate paying 
authoritiy. The Board, therefore, are 
not in a position to authorise local au- 


pl of ete | thorities to act as suggested in the 
names of the steamers and to indicate by | 


concluding part of the Question. 


Fleet Reserve Men and Foreign Navies. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the attention of the Board has 
been called to an advertisement of an 
agent at Portsmouth asking for volun- 
teers for foreign warships from the 
Royal Navy belonging to numerous 
named ratings, such as torpedo and 
gunnery instructors, who have served 
their first period ; whether inquiries have 
been made to protect men from imposition 
or the Royal Fleet Reserve from suffering 
losses ; and whether the Admiralty can 
give any figures as to the number of men 
who have been trained in the Royal Navy 
and who subsequently joined foreign 
Navies since the Royal Fleet Reserve 
was established. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The attention of the Admiralty had not 
previously been called to this advertise- 
ment. The regulations prescribe that, 
before a Fleet Reserve man is entered, 
the Registrar is to satisfy himself that 
the man fully understands the conditions 
of service in the Reserve. These con- 
ditions do not admit of Fleet Reserve 
men residing abroad without permission 
and any men accepting service in a 
foreign Navy without permission would 
be liable to forfeiture of retainer and 
right to pension. The answer to the 
last part of the Question is in the 
negative. 


Advertising of Vacancies for Postmaster- 
ships. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 


made some years ago by the Board with | W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
the object of bringing under the notice! whether it is the rule that all vacancies 


N 2 
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for postmasterships should be advertized | 
in the Post Office Circular, to give every 
officer an equal chance of making ap.- | 
plication ; and, if so, whether he can state 
why the recent vacancy at Dungannon 
was not advertised ; and whether he can 
state the date of Civil Service certificate 
of officer selected, and the reason for his 
selection. 
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and John Wiseman; whether the Com- 
missioners’ offer was accepted by the 
landlord ; and, if so, will he explain the 
delay in putting the evicted tenants into 
possession. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Es- 


states Commissioners inform me that they 


| have had a preliminary inspection made 


of the farms in question, with the view of 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) It is 
the general rule to advertise vacancies 
for postmasterships in the Post Office 
Circular, but it is necessary on certain 
rare occasions to depart from the ordinary 
rule for special departmental reasons, and 
this happened in the case of the vacancy 
at Dungannon. The Civil Service cer- | 
tificate of the officer transferred to | 
Dungannon is dated 27th August, 1887. 


Grant for Labourers’ Scheme in the - 
Dunshaughlin Union. 
Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, 8.): To ask | 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland what is the cause of the | 
delay in issuing the Provisional Order 
for the money being granted for the | 
labourers’ scheme in the Dunshaughlin 
Union. 


| evicted tenants mentioned. 


bringing about the restoration of the 
The owner 
has expressed his willingness to sell at 


the Commissioners’ estimated prices, and 
/has aecordingly instituted formal _pro- 
| ceedings for sale to the Commissioners. 


The purchase will be carried through as 
soon as title has been proved and the 
other legal requirements have been com- 
plied with. 


Belfast Corporation and Cavehill 
Tramways. 

Mr. J. DEVLIN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenent of Ire- 
land whether his attention has been called 
to the menace to public interests in 
Ireland by reason of the operation of 
trusts in connection with the supply of 


| electric power and the obtaining of control 


| of electric tramways ; whether he is aware 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Petitions 
against a portion of the Order in this case 
have been lodged with the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the County Court Judge. 
The Order has therefore been divided 
into two parts, relating to the opposed 
and unopposed portions of the scheme 
respectively. The loan relating to the 
unopposed Order can be issued as soon 
as the county council may apply for 
it, but no steps can taken in the other 
matter until the petitions have been 
adjudicated upon. 


Reinstatement of Evicted Tenants on the 
Estate of Captain Fitzgate, County Louth. 

Mr. J. DEVLIN (Belfast, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether two evicted 
farms on the estate of Captain Fitzgate, 
situate in the northern Parliamentary 
division of county Louth, were lately 
inspected by an inspector from the offices 
of the Estates Commissioners ; whether 
the Commissioners offered to purchase 
the farms in question from the landlords 
for the purpose of reinstating two evicted 
tenants, originally in possession of these 
lands, named respectively Patrick Callan | 


that the Belfast Corporation is about 
to conclude a bargain with one of the 
trusts to take over the Cavehill tramways 
at £60,000, and that it would take 
£40,000 to put the tramway system in 
order; and that the trust threaten to 
secure the right to run tramways into the 
centre of Belfast, unless the city council 
come to terms with them; and whether, 
seeing that the tramways are run at a 
loss at present ; that under the terms of 
the proposed bargain the tramway com- 
pany or the trust would retain possession 
of a recreation ground at the tram 
terminus, known as Bellevue ; that the 
Corporation of Belfast would thus be 
incurring a liability of £100,000 to carry 
passengers to andtrom Bellevue and that 
the object of the retention of Bellevue is to 
compel the corporation to purchase it also, 
he will take steps to prevent sanction 
being given to the terms of purchase, or 
to postpone the purchase until a plebiscite 
of the ratepayers of Belfast has been 
taken on the question. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I under- 
stand that a Bill was introduced earlier 
this session with the object of giving to 
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the Cavehill and Whitewell Tramway 
Company running powers over parts of 
the Belfast Corporation Tramways. I 
have ascertained from the town clerk of 
Belfast that since the introduction of the 


bill negotiations have taken place, with 


the result that the corporation have 
agreed to purchase the company’s line 
for the sum of £60,000. 
that the present Bill is to be withdrawn, 
and a Bill is to be promoted next session 
to confirm the agreement. The hon. 
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circular letter were made retrospective, 
so as to include officers who joined during 
1885 and the early portion of 1886 ; 
whether a grade, inferior in pay and 
prospects to that of examining officer, 
was created in 1886, which had the effect 
of practically stopping promotion to the 


' rank of second-class examining officers 


It is stated | 


Member will, therefore, gather that Parlia- | 


ment will have full opportunity 


consider the matter. 


Hearing of Land Cases in the Dingle 
District. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 


W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that at the recent sitting of the 


Land Commission in Tralee, a number of | 


tenants from the Dingle district were 
asked to come over thirty miles to Tralee, 
at inconvenience and expense, and at the 
end of the sitting of two days had to go 


home without having their cases heard ; | 


whether he is aware that 300 tenants in 
the Dingle district have served notices to 
have fair rents fixed; and whether, 


seeing that this is a congested and highly | 


rented district, and that very few tenants 
have had fair rents fixed, he will ask 
the Land Commission to fix a special 
sitting in Dingle at the earliest possible 
opportunity. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Land 
Commission inform me that the facts are 


substantially as stated in the Question. | 


The sitting would in the ordinary course 
have taken place at Dingle, but owing to 
exceptional circumstances it was found 
necessary to hold it at Tralee. The next 
sitting for the district will be held at 
Dingle as usual. The date cannot at 
present be fixed, but it will be as soon as 
possible having regard to the claims of 
other districts. 


Promotion in the Customs Service. 
Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): ‘To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury what 


to | 


until 1891; whether the regulations, ° 
showing the terms of service and pros- 
pects, issued by the Civil Service Com- 
missioners te candidates who presented 
themselves for examination for the posi- 
tion of outdoor officer of Customs in May, 
1885, and January, 1886, contained any 
reference to the effect the recent ware- 
housing changes might have on the pros- 
pects of any future entrants into the 
service, or differed in any material respect 
from those issued to candidates for a 
similar position in 1882 and 1883, by 
which these officers night have been more 
able to forecast their prospects than those 
who joined in 1882 and 1883; and will 
he explain why the fact of their having 
entered in 1885 and 1886, considering 
they had to serve twelve to thirteen years 
before receiving £90 per annum, and 
that in the first year of their service the 
conditions under which they entered 
were twice altered to their detriment, be 
made a pretext for reducing the com- 
pensation for retardation of promotion ; 
and whether, in the circumstances, he 
would reconsider the case of these officers 
and grant them the same allowance as 
that already granted to officers who 
joined under the same conditions during 
1882 and 1883. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I will 
take the points raised by the hon. 
Member in the order in which they oceur 
in his Question. (1) The reason for 
issuing the circular letter referred to was, 
as stated therein, the inconvenience caused 
to the Department by officers entering it 


| merely with a view of quitting it ws soon 


as possible. (2) This reason made it 
advisable to apply the restriction which 


was made by the circular to all officers 


| then in the service. 


circumstances necessitated the issuing of | 
Circular Letter 37/1886 compelling out- | 


door ofticers of Customs to serve for two 
years, exclusive of probation, before being 
allowed to attend any other Civil Service 
examination; why the terms of this 


(3) The grade in 
question, viz., that of assistant examining 
officer, was created in 1886, but the effect 
was fully considered in the inquiry which 
led to the Treasury Minute of 24th 
March, 1891. (4) The Regulations issued 
by the Civil Service Commissioners to 
candidates for the position of outdoor 
officer in 1885 and 1886 were in the 
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same form as in previous years, and did 
not contain any information as to the 
effect of changes in the Department on 
the prospects of promotion open to such 
candidates. On such points candidates 
seeking appointments in the public service 
must satisfy themselves, if at all, by 
private inquiries as to the Department 
offering the best prospects. (5) The com- 
pensation allowances referred to were 
granted in consideration, not of the two 
alterations mentioned in the Question, 
but of the retardation in promotion caused 
by the introduction of the new ware- 
housing system in 1882 and 1883. (6) 
The changes resulting from the new 
system had been completed by 1885; so 
that officers then entering the Depart- 
ment were in a better position to forecast 
their prospects than those who entered in 
1882 and 1883, and have less claim to 
compensation. 


Annual Leave of Assistant Clerks in the 
Customs (Statistical Branch). 

Mr. 8S. COLLINS (Lambeth, Ken- 
nington): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury what is the annual leave of the 
new Class of assistant clerks in the Statisti- 
cal Office of the Customs ; and whether, 
in view of the fact that these men remain 
on overtime for almost six months in the 
year, any extra leave is given. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
annual leave of the new class of assistant 
clerks in the Statistical Office of the 
Customs is that allowed to the class 
generally, viz., fourteen working days, 
exclusive of bank holidays, up to ten 
years’ service, and after ten years’ service 
eighteen working days, exclusive of bank 
holidays. No extra leave is given on ac- 
count of extra attendance ; but all such 
attendance is paid for at the authorised 
overtime rates. 

Loss of H.M.S “Ariel ”—Date of Court- 
martial. 

Mr. BELLAIRS : To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty when the court- 
martial in connection with the loss of 
H.M.S. “Ariel” on Malta breakwater 
will take place. 

(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
This Question is under consideration. 


Age of German Naval Recruits. 
Mr. BELLAIRS: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty what is the ap- 
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proximate age of recruits in the German 
Navy, such as form one-third of the 
complements of the eight principal battle. 
ships of the German North Sea Fleet; 
and what preliminary training, in point 
of time, these men have undergone. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
I understand that the approximate age is 
twenty to twenty-three. These men re- 
ceive no preliminary training, and are re- 
cruited from the seafaring population, or, 
in the case of stokers and mechanics, 
from like trades ashore. 


Medical Inspection of Schools. 

Viscount VALENTIA (Oxford): To 
ask the President of the Board of Education 
whether he proposes to take any, and, if 
so what, steps, to establish a permanent 
medical department at the Board of 
Education, with a view to secure efticient 
medical inspection of schools. 


(Answered by Mr. McKerna.) 1 must 
refer the noble Lord to the Answer which 
I gave in the House to-day upon this 
subject.t 


Repayment of Exchequer Bonds. 

Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) : 
To ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the sum of £9,961,500 of Ex- 
chequer Bonds running on the 6th May, 
1907, includes the Exchequer Bonds 
repayable over the course of ten years at 
the rate of one million sterling a year; 
and what are the amounts of the various 
issues of the Exchequer Bonds: still 
running. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) [he total 


of £9,961,500 is made up of — 


m 


Exchequer Bonds under the 
Finance Act, 1905, redeem- 
able by annual drawings up 
to 1915 - - - . 

Exchequer Bonds under the 
Supplemental War Loan 
Act, 1900, redeemable on 
the 6th August, 1907 - 


8,000,000 


1,961,500 
£9,961,500 


‘The following Exchequer Bonds are also 
current, which, having been issued for 
capital expenditure, are classed among 





T See Cols. 363-4. 
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<‘ Other Capital Liabilities,” and do not 
form part of the unfunded debt — 


£ 
Exchequer Bonds under the 
Capital Expenditure 
(Money) Act, 1904 - - 6,000,000 
Exchequer Bonds under the 
Cunard Agreement 
(Money) Act, 1904 - - 2,200,000 


£8, 200,000 





Indian Railways—Shortage of 
Rolling Stock. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, in view of the deficiency of 
rolling stock in India, he will consider 
the proposal formerly made by the Cawn.- 
pore Chamber of Commerce that factories 
should provide their own goods waggons, 
and arrange with the railway companies 
concerned for their use upon hire. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Morley.) So 
far as | am aware there is nothing to pre- 
vent factories or private firms making 
arrangements with railway companies in 
India for supplying their own goods 
waggons, if suitable terms can be agreed 
tO. 


Mansions in the Hands of the Irish 
Estates Commissioners. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will give 
the number of mansion houses and their 
valuation, and the number, acreage, and 
valuation of the demesnes, that have 
come into the hands of the Estates Com- 
missioners since the passing of the Land 
Purchase Act of 1903; if he will state 
what has been done with these houses 
and lands ; and how many acres of timber 
have come into the hands of the Estates 
Commissioners since 1903, how this 
timber has been disposed of, and what 
price it has realised. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that three 
mansion houses with demesnes attached, 
included in estates sold to them but not 
repurchased by the owners, have come 
into their hands since the passing of the 
Act of 1903, the combined valuation of 
the houses being £120 5s., and the total 
acreage of the demesnes attached about 


{9 May 1907} 


Questions. 346 


746. In each case the greater part of 
the demesne has been either distributed 
amongst tenants on neighbouring estates 
for the enlargement of their hold- 
ings, or used for the reinstatement of 
evicted tenants. The mansion houses, 
with the remainder of the lands, including 
timber, have been let on leases which pro- 
hibit the lessees from cutting such timber 
without the Commissioners’ consent. 
The Commissioners are not at present in 
a position to give a return of acreage 
under timber on estates purchased by 
them, but arrangements have been made 
for the sale, for £3,986, of timber on 
lands which have been purchased by them 
and are being divided among tenant pur- 
chasers, the clearing of the lands from 
timber being necessary in these cases for 
the purposes of resale. 


Inspection of the Darnley Estate, County 
Meath. 

Mr. SHEEHY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether an inspection has been made 
of the Darnley estate, county Meath ; 
and, if so, what has been the decision in 
the case of James Smith, a sub-tenant on 
the property, and how will his position 
be affected by a decree for possession ob- 
tained against him at the recent Trim 
sessions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The inspec- 
tion of the estate referred to has not yet 
been made, but the Estates Commissioners 
anticipate that it will take place in the 
course of afew months. Inthe meantime 
the Commissioners are unable to state how 
the sub-tenant’s case may be affected by 
the decree stated to have been obtained 
against him. 


Sale of Mr. J. Philpott’s Estate. 
County Meath. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Estates Com- 
missioners have taken any action recently 
towards facilitating the completion of the 
sale of the estate of Mr. Joseph Philpott, 
Knocknacolon, Duhallow, county Cork, 
No. 2986 E. C., in which case five 
tenants signed purchase agreements in 
August, 1905 ; if the Commissioners are 
aware that this gentleman sold to these 
tenants with a view to purchase his own 
holding ; that he is still held liable to 
pay a rack rent of £219 17s. to the head 
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Tipperary, has applied for 


is in receipt of only £26 18s. 6d. purchase | reinstatement in his former holding ; 


annuities from the tenants ; whether the | 


Commissioners will take into considera- 
tion the exceptional position of 


Mr. | 


Philpott, with a view to have the case | 


taken out of order and dealt with speedily 


in order to relieve him from payment of | 


this head rent. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 
Commissioners inform me that they will 
consider the facts of this case, with the 
view of deciding whether the circum- 
stances are such as to warrant its being 
taken up out of its proper turn. 


Purchase of the Estate of Archdeacon 
Scott, County Meath. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, S.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary of the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the tenants on the estate of 
the Venerable Archdeacon Scott, situate 
at Cookstown, Piercetown, Valrenstown, 
in the county Meath, have lodged 
purchase agreements for their holdings 
as far back as the year 1904; and 
whether he will explain why the Com- 
missioners have refused to advance the 
whole of the purchase money, and by 
what principles they were guided in 
fixing the amount to be advanced. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Purchase 
agreements in respect of the estate 
mentioned were lodged with the Estates 
Commissioners on the 3rd January, 1905. 
The Commissioners have refused to 
sanction the advances applied for in 
six of the cases. In one case the advance 
was refused on the ground of insufficient 
security. In the other five cases the 
advances applied for exceeded in each 
case the sum of £3,000 which is the 
limit imposed by Section 2 of the Act of 
1888, and the Commissioners, in the 
exercise of their discretion, decided not 
to sanction advances in excess of this 
amount. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Jonathan 
Dann. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
Jonathan Dann, at present residing in 
Roscrea, and formerly evicted from the 
lands of Whitepark, near Roscrea, by 
Samuel Maxwell, Glenalbert, Roscrea, 


The Estates | 


and will he state what action has been 
taken in this case. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners have referred this 
man’s application to an inspector for 
investigation. As soon as the inspector’s 
Report has been received the case will 
be duly considered. 


Salary of Mr. J. T. Drennan. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Estates Commissioners had proposed 
to pay a salary of £400 to Mr. J. T. 
Drennan ; and was that sum increased 
to £500 at the suggestion of Sir Robert 
Holmes, Treasury Remembrancer. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
reply to both parts of the Question is 
in the negative. 


Royal Irish Constabulary Force Fund. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
of the existence of an agitation for 
anumber of years back among the Royal 
Irish Constabulary pensioners of the 
United Kingdom, requesting the im- 
mediate winding up of the Constabulary 
Force Fund ; is he aware that his prede 
cessor stated that the Constabulary Force 
Fund would be wound up as soon as 
possible ; and, seeing that twelve months 
has passed since then, how soon will the 
Government be able to carry out this 
undertaking. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 am not 
aware that my predecessor made any 
statement as to the winding up of this 
fund, save that it was being gradually 
wound up by meeting its obligations to 
widows and orphans of subscribers as 
they arise. This process of winding up 
was provided by the Act of 1883, which 
closed the fund to new entrants, and no 
more summary method of winding it up 
is possible. 


Army Pensions—-Case of Hugh Craig. 

Mr. W. BENN (Tower Hamlets, St. 
George's): To ask the Secretary oi 
State for War whether his attention 
has been called to the case ot 
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Hugh Craig, who, after 
in the Army Hospital 
1882, and subsequently in 1900 in the 
Imperial Yeomanry at. Pretoria, where 
he was injured, was discharged from | 
Netley in receipt of 3s. 6d. a day, in 
addition to an original pension of Is. ; | 
whether the 3s. 6d. has now been 
stopped ; if so, for what reason; and 
whether he can see his way to have it 
continued, 


Corps in| 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | 


This man, on admission to the Herbert 
Hospital to consider his claim to a 
renewal of his temporary — pension, | 
refused to submit himself to  sufticient 
medical examination. It is not, there- 
fore, possible to consider his claim to 
further pension. He has been repeatedly 
informed to this effect. 


Army Pensions—Case of §. Lisle. 

Mr. W. BENN: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been called to the case of S. Lisle, 
who served in the Royal Marines from 
Ist July 1880 to 1st July 1892, and sub- 
sequently, in 1893, joined the 4th Essex, 
in which he served a term of six years, | 
321 days, and from which he was 
invalided ; and whether Lisle is entitled 
toany pension or gratuity, in view of the 
fact that he is at present suffering from 
paralysis and has lost the sight of the 
right eve. 


(Ans rered by Mr. Secreturu Haldane.) 
This man’s service in the Essex Regiment 
cannot be traced. If my hon. friend 
will kindly forward further particulars, | 
giving dates of enlistment and discharge, 
the case shall be investigated. , 


VUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Sale of Obsolete War Ships. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for Lynn 
Regis, I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether, in view of the fact 
that we place no restriction on the sale | 
of new warships to foreign Powers, the 
Board will consider the advisability, in 
the case of the sale of obsolete ships, of | 
allowing them to be bought without any | 
provision as to their being broken up in | 
this country ; and whether this practice | 


| 
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cannot be tried as an experiment, on a 
small scale, in order to ascertain how far 


| it is desirable to extend it. 


THE SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Epmunp Ropertson, Dun- 
dee) : Obsolete ships are not in a!l cases 
sold on condition that they are to be 
broken up in this country. The cir- 
cumstances of each case are separately 
considered. 


Mr. WATT: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman received any approximate 
estimate of the prices which would be 
obtained if the ships sold recently had 


| had not been sold subject to the stipu- 


lation that they should be broken up ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I have 


not. 


Mr. R. DUNCAN (Lanarkshire, 
Govan): Have any applications been 
received from the Colonies for any of 
these ships to be used for training or 
other purposes ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I do 
not think so. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
before selling any more of our old soft- 
ended battleships, or ships which have no 
armour at the bow and stern, the Board 
will take into consideration the small 
price realised, and the advisability of 
utilising one of them as a target in order 
to test what would happen to the many 
soft-ended battleships in the British 
Navy if their ends are fired at with high 
explosive shells from the large number 
of 6-inch and 6°5-inch guns carried in 
foreign warships. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: It is 
not proposed to utilise one of the ships 
of this type as a target for the purpose 
suggested. The professional advisers of 
the Admiralty do not consider that any 


| additional information, at all commen- 


surate with the expense involved, could 


| be obtained in this way, 


Dangerous Derelicts at Sea. 
Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg toask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, in view of the fact that many 
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British vessels are lost at sea, presumably 
through collision with derelicts, the 
Admiralty will consider the desirability 
of commissioning one of the vessels of 
the Reserve Fleet to search the seas for 
these dangers tv navigation and destroy 
them. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : This 
question was considered in 1894 by a 
Joint Committee of the Admiralty and 
Board of Trade, which reported against 


the hon. Member’s suggestion. This 
report was presented to the House. (Cd. 


7568 of Session 1894.) 


Rosyth. 
Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under 
Lyme): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he has formed 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: |] 


cannot give any such information. 


to 


County Associations—Audit of Accounts. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the accounts of the county 
associations will be audited by the War 
Office auditors or by outside chartered 
accountants. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE for 
WAR (Mr. HAtpane, Haddington): | 
am about to lay before the House a 
statement showing the manner in 
which the territorial associations will be 
financed. The main portion of the grant 
will be based upon certificates of results ; 
not upon expenditure in detail. The 
position of the War Office in regard to 





any estimate of the increase in the value 
of the land surrounding Rosyth which | 
will result from the establishment there | 
of a Government dockyard ; and whether | 
he has considered the advisability of | 
making some arrangement to secure the | 
improved value for the State before | 
proceeding with any important work at 
Rosyth. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : No| 


estimate has been formed, and it would | 
be difficult to form an accurate one. As | 
to the second point, I understand that the | 
Crown acquired an area, much larger than 
would otherwise have been necessary, 
with this object in view. 


Naval Contracts for Beer. 
Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty to what firm the contract for 
beer to be supplied to the fleet in Home | 
waters has been given for the year | 


1907-8. 


|join in miniature 
| military drill already exists in several 


this audit will therefore be that which 
has obtained in regard to the Volunteers. 
The grants will, however, be applicable 
only to authorised objects, sub-serving 
the efficiency of the Forces; and it will 
probably be proposed that their appro 
priations to such purposes and_ their 
'record in proper and duly vouched 
| accounts should be secured by audit by 
| qualified chartered accountants. 


Compulsory Drill in Schools. 


| Mr. BRIGHT (Oldham): On behalf of 


the hon. Member for North Salford, I beg 


ito ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether he is aware that compulsion to 
rifle shooting and 


schools connected with the Head Masters’ 
Association and a number of preparatory 


| schools; whether he contemplates an 


extension of this compulsory military 
training in schools; and whether State- 
aid for such training, which was recently 
disavowed by the Government in connec- 


_ tion with elementary schools, is proposed 


| in the case of secondary schools. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: No) 
beer is bought by the Admiralty for issue | 
to the Fleet, but a certain quantity is | 
contracted for on behalf of the War 
Office and India Office for issue on the 
transports. This contract is at present 
held by Meux & Company, the lowest 
tenderers. 


Sir F. BANBURY: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman inform the House if the 
First Lord of the Admiralty has any 
interest in that firm ? 





Mr. HALDANE: The Government 
has no intention of making any grant for 
the purpose of introducing compulsion of 
any kind, and I may say generally that 
the question of compulsory military drill 
and miniature rifle shooting in schools 
does not, and cannot, come within the 
sphere of influence of the Army Council. 


Freights to the West Coast of Africa. 
Mr. WEDGWOOD: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
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Colonies what weight of steel rails 
and sleepers was shipped to Lagos, 
Southern Nigeria, and the Gold Coast 
in the year 1906-7 ; and what was the 
average freight charged from the port 
of production to free on quay at the West 
Coast. 


The following Question also stood on 
the Paper :— 

Mr. WEDGWOOD: To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
who placed the contract for the rails and 
sleepers for the West Coast Colonies and 
the contract for the freightage thither, 
and with whom were the orders and 
freightage placed; and were tenders 
called for by open advertisement, or 
what firms were asked to tender for 
supply and for freightage. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE FoR THE COLONIES (Mr. 


CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): It will 
be convenient to deal with this and the 
next Question of the hon. Member 
together. The contracts for rails and 
sleepers and for their freight were placed 
by the Crown Agents as agents for the 
Colonies concerned. The contracts for 
freight were placed with Elder Dempster 
and Company. As regards the system 
followed by the Crown Agents in contract- 
ing for stores for Colonial Governments, 
I must refer the hon. Member to the 
Parliamentary Paper published in 1904 
(Cd. 1944) in which full explanations 
are given. The further information 
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asked for could be furnished, but its 
compilation would involve considerable 
labour, necessitating examination of 
records for the past ten years. The 
Secretary of State is not prepared 
to direct that this should be done, 
but if the hon. Member will apply to 
the Crown Agents direct they will be 
happy to give him any particulars which 
he may require. It should be borne in 
mind that the railways in question were 
constructed at the expense of the respec- 
tive Colonies, and that the British 
taxpayer bore no part of their expense. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend): 
Are the Government satisfied that the 





retention of Crown Agents makes for the 
efficiency of the Consular Service ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have no hesita- 
tion in saying that the Government are 
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of opinion that the retention of Crown 
Agents is entirely in the interests of 
efficiency and economy. 


Mr. WEDGWOOD : I want to get at 
the freights actually charged. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: If the hon. Gen- 
tleman will go to the Crown Agents’ 
Office he will be able to get all the 
particulars. 


Nigerian Railways—Freights for 
aterial. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the orders for freight of material 
required for the future railways in 
Northern and Southern Nigeria will be 
placed through the Crown Agents, or 
will Sir Perey Girouard, with his experi- 
ence of railway construction, be given a 
free hand to deal himself directly with 
the cheapest market. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: As no railway 
construction has yet been authorised in 
Northern Nigeria, it is premature to say 
how the orders for freight will be placed, 
but such orders would presumably be 
placed by the Crown Agents, as agents 
for the Government of Northern Nigeria, 
on the most advantageous terms obtain- 
able. The same course will be followed 
in the case of railway extension in 
Southern Nigeria. 


In reply to a further Question by Mr. 
WeEDGWoopD, 

Mr. CHURCHILL said that in the 
event of any railway construction being 
authorised in Northern Nigeria the 
Government hoped to be able to avail 
themselves of Sir Perey Girouard’s experi- 
ence in order to secure that the line was 
built at as low a cost as possible, but he 
could not say if the Crown Agents would 
be employed on a railway line the build- 
ing of which had not yet been decided 
upon. 


West African Deep-Water Landing 
Places. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD : I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether all the deep-water landing places 
in the British West African Colonies are 
owned by companies controlled by Sir 
Alfred Jones, so that other shippers can- 
not compete in carrying freight there ; 
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if this is not so, will he give a list of | Disturbances in Morocco. 

those ports which are not controlled by! Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
Sir Alfred Jones ; and, if the ‘monopoly | I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
is at all serious, will the Government | Foreign Affairs whether he has any 
themselves construct publicly-owned deep- | official information as to the rebellion in 
water landing stages to permit of free| the South of Morocco ; and whether any 
competition, before any public money is! steps are being taken to safeguard 
spent on importing extensive railway | British subjects within the districts 
material at artificially high rates. affected. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: There is no THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
British Colony in West Africa where the FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
deep-water landing places are owned by Grey, Northumberland, Berwick): His 
companies controlled by Sir Alfred Jones, Majesty’s Minister at Tangier considers 
so that the monopoly referred to does the published reports as exaggerated. 
not exist. News has reached him that one of the 

disaffected tribes is threatening to inter- 
New Transvaal Loan. fere with the Sultan’s administration in 

Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, Morocco City. It has not yet been 
Accrington): I beg to ask the Under- possible to obtain confirmation of these 
Secretary of State for the Colonies T@ports, which do not, however, point to 
whether His Majesty’s Government have @Y. unusual danger affecting British 
been approached with the object of subjects. 
granting a further loan to the Transvaal 
Government. Mr. ASHLEY: Does the Sultan's 

writ run in the South of Morocco ? 

Mr. CHURCHILL: General Botha 
has informed the Secretary of State that Sirk EDWARD GREY: There is 
it is the intention of his Government to always a certain amount of disturbance 
propose to the Transvaal Legislature a in the South of Morocco. 

Bill authorising a loan of £5,000,000 

upon the credit of the Transvaal, for the The Oddfellows and Land Tax. 
purposes infer alia of irrigation works, Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): I beg 
for completing railway development, for to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
the establishment of a land bank, and whether he is aware that branches of the 
generally in pursuance of the policy of Manchester Unity of Oddfellows which 
£35,000,000 guaranteed joan. He has hold land under the authority given by 
asked His Majesty’s Government whether the Friendly Societies Act have until 
they would be willing to assist the yecently been exempt from payment of 
Transvaal Government by an Imperial the land tax, and that during the past six 
guarantee. Having regard to the special months demands for payment of the tax 
circumstances which distingwsh the have been made in different parts of the 
Transvaal at the present time from every country; if so, will he say what is the 
other responsible self-governing Colony, reason for the change in ‘practice, and 
His Majesty s Government have intimated will the land tax, which has been collected 
their willingness in principle to afford from branches of the Manchester Unity, 
such a guarantee if and when the neces- or from any other registered friendly 
sary legislation shall have been passed society, be refunded on application, as is 
by the Transvaal Legislature. the case with tax on income trom any 

other source. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 

Has no mention been made in these THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
discussions of the £30,000,000 ? CHEQUER (Mr. Asquitu, Fife, K.): 
There is no exemption from land tax in 

Mr. CHURCHILL replied in the favour of friendly societies as such ; but 
negative, and was understood to add under Section 12 of the Finance Act, 
that the Government had already 1896, persons exempt from income-tax 
announced that they had relinquished by reason of their incomes not exceeding 
that claim. £160 are relieved from payment of land 
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tax. The Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue are advised that the recent 
decision of the House of Lords in the case 
of Curtis v. The Old Monkland Conserva- 
tive Association has the effect of depriving 
all bodies, corporate or unincorporate, of 
the income-tax exemption on the ground 
of smallness of total income, and con- 
sequently of the land tax exemption also, 

and the change of practice is consequent 
upon that decision. 


Paddington Borough Councils and Home 
orkers. 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department if he has now 
received from the Paddington Borough 
Council any explanation of their refusal 
to take proceedings against local traders 
who had failed to supply the names and 
addresses of home-workers employed by 
them. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): I have now 
received a letter from the Council stating 
that they have reconsidered the matter, 
and have adopted the following resolu- 
tion :—‘‘ That the solicitor be instructed 
to take steps to secure the outstanding 
lists of home-workers employed in this 
borough, and if necessary, to take pro- 
ceedings against one firm or employer as 
atest case.” I have asked the Council 
to let me know the result of the steps 
which they have decided to take. 


Privileged Cabs. 

Mr. WILES (Islington, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he is still negotiating with 
the various railway companies having 
termini in London with reference to the 
abolition of the: privileged cab system ; 
and, if so, whether he can state if he has 
been successful in coming to a satis- 
factory arrangement. 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY: I beg also 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he is yet in a 
position to make a definite statement as 
to the abolition of the privileged cab 
system. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The negotiations 
with the railway companies in which, as 
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previous Questions, I have been engaged, 
have been somewhat prolonged. partly 
owing to the number of companies con- 
cerned. [ trust that a satisfactory 
arrangement may be arrived at. If not 
I propose to introduce legislation on the 
subject at an early date. 


The Zoological Gardens. 

Mr. G GREENWOOD (Peter- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware that it is still the practice at 
the Zoological Gardens in Regent’s Park 
to feed the pythons and other large snakes 
on living animals, including goats and 
kids, in spite of the testimony of the 
directors of the New York Zoological 
Park and other menageries that the 
reptiles can be fed successfully ou newly- 
killed animals; and whether, in view of 
the ditticulty of obtaining evidence by 
reason of the fact that the public are not 
admitted when the snakes are fed, he 
will institute a police inquiry in order to 
see that the law for the prevention of 
cruelty to animals is not infringed. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have made 
inquiry of the Secretary to the Zoological 
Society who informs me as follows :— 
“The authorities of the Society are 
personally acquainted with the practices 
of other gardens, including those of New 
York, and living prey is never given to 
serpents that will take dead prey.” The 
Secretary has offered to give ex: act infor- 
mation to the Secretary of the Humani- 
tarian League, and I have no doubt he 


| would do the same for any responsible 


body. In the circumstances I see no 
ground for taking any action. 


Missing Vessels and Derelicts. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he can give the number of British vessels 
posted as missing during the last ten 
years whose loss is attributed to collision 
with derelicts. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Ltoyp-GrorGe, Carnarvon 
Boroughs): As the causes of vessels 
being missing are entirely matters of con- 
jecture, I cannot undertake to say how 
many of such losses have been attributed 
to collisions with derelicts during the last 
ten years, and I am not aware ‘that any 


I have already stated in Answer to | reliable evidence has been forthcoming at 
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an inquiry or elsewhere that a vessel has 
probably been lost from such cause. 


Questions. 


Trade with South Africa. 
Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 


{COMMONS} 





his attention has been called to the fact | 


that whereas in 1898 the total value of 
exports into South Africa from all sources 
amounted to £23,905,516, of which the 
British share was 69°4 per cent., in 1906 
the total imports were £29,859,672, of 
which the British share was 56°8, while 
the share of competing foreign countries 
had increased from 19°5 per cent. to 
21°8 per cent. ; whether he can explain 


trade; and whether the Government 


have formulated any proposals as an | 


alternative to a preferential tariff, with 
the object of improving trade relations 
between the United Kingdom and South 
Africa. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The figures 
quoted as to the total value of imports 
into South Africa appear to be in sub- 
stantial agreement with the Colonial 
trade returns. It should, however, be 
mentioned that the 1906 figures, which 
are compiled by the South African 
Statistical Bureau, are exclusive of 
Colonial Government stores. The pro- 
portion of imports from the United 
Kingdom in 1906 were somewhat less 
than in 1898, but not quite to the extent 
stated, owing to the exclusion of Govern- 
ment stores, which are largely imported 
from the United Kingdom. The causes 
which have affected this trade cannot be 
satisfactorily dealt with in answer to a 
Question, but I may say that the decreased 
proportion of trade with the United 
Kingdom is partly accounted for by the 
increased importation of foodstuffs from 
British possessions. Any practical pro- 
posal to improve trade relations between 
the United Kingdom and South Africa 
would receive the careful and sympathetic 
consideration of the Government. 


Railway Companies and Luggage 
Insurance. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether railway 
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means for its insurance when accompany- 
ing its owners. : 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Yes, Sir, so 
far as I am aware, such provision is 
made. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN 
not the information to be 
the time table ? 


: Is or ought 
published in 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
inquiry. 


: I will make 


Swindon Guardians’ Disqualification, 
Mr. THORNE (West Ham, 8.) ; I beg 


this comparative falling off of British | °° ask the President of the Local Govern. 
Ke | ment Board whether his attention has 


been called to the Swindon Board of 
Guardians declaring a seat vacant of one 
of its members on the grounds of his 
accepting Poor Law relief, in 
quence of his sleeping in one of the 
casual wards for one night with a view 
of finding out what kind of treatment 
the casual ward people were receiving ; 


Cconse- 


| and whether he proposes to take action 


in the matter. 


PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
BOARD (Mr. Joun 
Burns, Battersea): My attention has 
been drawn to this case. A member of 
a Board of Guardians is disqualified 
under Section 46 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894, if within twelve months 
before his election, or at any time after 
it, he has received union or parochial 
relief. The section further provides 
that where a member becomes disqualified 
for holding oftice the Board of Guardians 
shall declare the office to be vacant. If 
the action of the Guardian in question 
has brought him within the section, I am 
not empowered to remove the disqualifi- 
cation. 


THE 
GOVERNMENT 


Commons and Rights of Way. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board if 
he can state in how many cases local 
authorities have interfered under the Act 


| of 1894 to prevent enclosure of commons 
| or to protect paths or rights of way ; in 


companies claiming limited liability for | 


uninsured luggage, under the Carriers 


Act of 1830, to the extent of £10 provide | 


how many they have been successful, 
and in how many they have failed. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I am not able 
to give my hon. friend the particulars he 
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The Act does not require the | 


desires. 
Jocal authorities to notify to the Local 
Government Board any action taken by 
them in relation to this matter. 





West London Central Church, Westbourne 
Grove. 

Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY: I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if his attention has been | 
directed to the fact that the Assessment 
Committee of the Paddington Borough 
Council have now assessed to local rates 
the West London Central Church, West- | 
bourne Grove, on the ground that they 
have, by using the church for social work, | 
infringed the Act, 3 and 4 Will. IV., 
chapter 30, section 1, which provides that 
churches and chapels sball not be rated | 
as lons as they are exclusively appro- 
priated to public religious worship ; and | 
whether, if the council’s action be upheld, 
he will introduce legislation to prevent 
the law being used to stop work which is 
so much needed in Paddington and 
similar places. 





Mr. JOHN BURNS: My attention | 
has been drawn to this case. I have 
noted the suggestion made by my hon. | 
friend, but I cannot promise to introduce 
legislation on this subject. 


Malton Rural District Water Supply. 

Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he has received complaints from the 
Malton Rural District Council and other | 
local authorities to the effect that they 
are unable to secure proper water 
supplies for their districts, owing to the 
difficulty of coming to terms with 
riparian owners; and whether he will 
introduce a measure to enable the Board 
to issue Provisional Orders for the 
compulsory acquisition of water rights 
in such cases. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have received 
representations on this subject. I will 
give consideration to the suggestion in 
the latter part of ths Question, but I 
cannot promise to introduce a Bill 
dealing with the matter during the 
present session. 


Mr. LEIF JONES: Will the right 
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hon. Gentleman bear in mind how ex- 
ceedingly pressing this matter is ? 


362 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Yes, this and 
other cases will, in my judgment, necessi- 
tate legislation at an early date. 


Questions. 


Motor Bus Smoke. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been drawn to a 
judgment of the Lord Chief Justice, on 
26th April, in the appeal case of the Star 
Omnibus Company, Limited, v. the 
Mayor and Borough of Camberwell, in 
which the learned Judge reversed the 
decision of a Metropolitan magistrate who 
had fined the plaintiff company for 
emitting smoke from a motor ’bus caused 
through negligence of over-lubrication on 
the grounds that, as the said ‘bus ex- 
ceeded three tons in weight, Section 30 
of the Locomotive Act of 1878 did not 
apply, and that the Heavy Motor Car 
Order, 1904, placed motor ’buses outside 
Section 1 of the Act of 1896; and if he 
will, in view of this decision, cancel the 
Order of 1904 in order to prevent this 
nuisance. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have seen a 
newspaper report of the case referred 


‘to, but [ do not gather from it that the 


Lord Chief Justice stated that the Heavy 


| Motor Order placed motor omnibuses 


outside Section 1 of the Act of 1896. 
Its effect was, in fact, to bring them 
within that section. The difficulty in 
the matter arises out of the wording of 
the section, and this could only be 
altered by legislation. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Is it not the fact 
that as a result of the decision motor 
buses are now able to emit smoke and do 
not come under any penalty for doing so ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: My hon. friend 
will forgive me if I do not return the 
Answer he would like, but when the Lord 
Chief Justice and the magistrate disagree 
on a technical point like this a humble 
layman like myself cannot instruct them. 


The Post Office and Lottery Circulars. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that Members of 
this House recently received by post, in 
envelopes officially franked by the British 
postal authorities, a circular relating to 
the Great Royal Saxon State Money 
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Lottery, holding out the chance of a 
money prize which, it was represented, 
would, if paid in shillings and put one on 
the top of the other, be about ten times 
as high as Westminster Palace ; and 
whether he will take steps to ascertain 
by whom the circulars were lodged for 
iranking and to bring to justice the 
persons responsible for this violation of 
the Lottery Act. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): If the hon. Member will furnish me 
with a copy of the circular and envelope 
to which he refers, I will make inquiry, 
and, if necessary, communicate with the 
police authorities, with whom any ques- 
tion of prosecution rests. I may point 
out that the “ official frank ” to which the 
hon. Member refers merely shows that 
the postage has been paid, and confers no 
official character whatever on letters on 
which it is placed. I have, of course, no 
power to open closed envelopes for the 
purpose of ascertaining the nature of 
their contents. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman also make inquiries as to 
other financiers who hold out chances of 
money prizes which invariably never 
come off ? 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Any cir- 
cular emanating from any quarter if it 
contravenes the law should be brought to 
my notice, and I will thereupon communi- 
cate with the proper authorities. 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman extend his inquiry to the 
circulars of mining engineers ? 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Board of Education and Medical 
Inspection of Schools. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Education whether he pro- 
poses to create a medical department in 
connection with the Board of Education, 
so as to supervise and co-ordinate local 
work done in connection with the medical 
inspection of school children; and 
whether, in order to create such a 
department, legislation is necessary. 


{COMMONS} 


(Juestions. 364 


Mr. WEDGWOOD: I beg also to ask 
the President of the Board of Education 
whether, in view of the fact that it is not 
competent for a private Member to move in 
Committee on the Education (Adminis. 
trative Provisions) Bill for the establish. 
ment of a permanent medical department 
at the Board of Education, he can say 
now what medical machinery the Board 
intend to adopt to carry out the pro- 
posals of the Bill; and, if he cannot give 
this information, whether he will say on 
the advice of what experts or reports he 
intends to act. . 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
OF EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, 
Monmouthshire, N.) : I regret I cannot yet 
add anything to the Answer which I gave 
to my hon. friend the Member for West 
Bradford on 15th March to the effect that 
it would be premature to decide what 
machinery will be required by the Board 
of Education on the Education (Ad- 
ministrative Provisions) Bill becoming 
law, but my hon. friend may rest assured 
that I am fully alive to the importance 
of this question. The staff of the Board 
of Education can be increased with the 
consent of the Treasury without legis- 
lation. I may add that the Board’s staff 
already includes two medical men. 


Mr. WEDG WOOD asked on the advice 
of what experts the right hon. Gentleman 
intended to act. 


Mr. MCKENNA: The whole subject 
at the time of last year’s Bill was considered 
by experts, whose names are too numer- 
ous to mention. 


Mr. WEDGWOOD : It is not the fact 
that the clause dealing with medical in- 
spection of school children was added in 
opposition to the wishes of the Govern- 
ment / 


Mr. MCKENNA was understood to 
reply that the hon. Member was not 
entitled to say that. 


Nomenclature for Non-provided Schools— 
Skipton National School. 

Mr. CLOUGH (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Skipton): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Education whether, in view 
of the fact that a circular, No. 549, 
addressed, 15th November, 1906, to the 
managers of the national school, Skipton, 
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relating to the new nomenclature for 
non-provided schools then in preparation, 
that a properly convened meeting of 
those managers considered the circular on 
11th December, 1906, and resolved that, 
by reason of there being two Church of 
England schools in the town, in order to 
avoid confusion, they would choose the 
name of Skipton Parish Church School,and 
sent a copy of this resolution to the local 
education authority, and that those 
managers were informed, on 18th April, 
1907, that the name of the school as 
printed in the forthcoming list will be 
Skipton Parish Church of England, he 
will state why the wishes of the managers 
have been disregarded and the words “ of 
England” added to the epithet. 


Mr. McKENNA: The Board con- 
sidered that wherever “Church” was 
proposed the full name “Church of 
England” should be used, and this rule 
was followed in the case of the Skipton 
school. But I am considering, in con- 
nection with the next issue of the list, 
whether any modification of this rule 
should be allowed in these cases where 
the name “ Parish Church” was asked 
ior. 


Nomenclature for Non-provided Schools— 
“ Church of England” Schools. 

Mr. CLOUGH: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board -of Education 
whether he will cancel the new oflicial 
list of several thousands of elementary 
denominational schools to which the 
epithet Church of England has been 
given, in view of the statement of his 
predecessor that in the great majority of 
cases the excision of the word national 
from the title of the schools would not 
necessitate the insertion of any other 
phrase, Church of England or anything 
else, in its place, that it would be only in 
the small minority of cases where the 
excision would cause confusion vetween 
one school and another, that a distinctive 
term of some kind would be reyuired, 
and that the contemplated official list 
would be of a temporary character ; and 
whether he will compile another list, after 
consultation with the local education 
authorities interested therein, on the 
principles laid down by his predecessor 
on 20th December, 1906. 


Mr. McKENNA: For the reasons 
given in my Answer to my hon. friend 
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}on 30th April,t I have not found it 


possible to restrict the use of the term 
“ Church of England ” to schools where the 
omission of a distinctive epithet would 
Some seven thousand 
schools are involved in the change, and 


‘the staff of the Board would be quite 


inadequate to admit of the local cireum- 
stances in each case being individually 
considered. It was, therefore, necessary 
to proceed on certain general principles. 
The list of schools is an annual publica- 
tion, and I shall be prepared to consider 
any objection to specific names which 
may be submitted to me. 


Grants to University Colleges. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
colleges participating in the grant of 
£100,000 to university colleges in 1906 
were the same as those participating in 
the grant of £27,000 in 1904; whether 
the same colleges will participate in the 
grant of £100,000 estimated for during 
the present financial year ; and on what 
principle the grant is allocated. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, 
Dewsbury): The Answer to the first 
part of the Question is in the aftirmative. 
A Committee which has been appointed 
to advise the Treasury as to the distri- 
bution of the grant will consider what 
colleges are to participate in the grant in 
the present financial year, and on what 
principle the grant is to be allocated. 


Report of Inspectors of University 
Colleges. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury when the 
Report of the inspectors of university 
colleges for the last financial year was 
received ; and when it will be laid upon 
the Table. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I hope the Report 
will be received before the end of the 
month. It will probably be laid soon 
after it is received. 


West Riding Secondary School for Girls. 

Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Duchy of Lan- 
caster whether application has been made 
by the Pontefract Secondary Education 
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Committee for the purchase of three and 
a-half acres of land, situated near Tan- 
shelf station, for the purpose of enabling 


the authority to comply with the reyuire- | 


ments of the West Riding County Coancil 
for the erection of a secondary school for 
girls; whether the land has been offered 
by the Duchy on a lease for ninety-nine 
years at a rental of £60 or £20 per 
acre per annum ; whether the Chancellor 


is aware that no other suitable site is | 


available for the erection of a school; 
and, if so, whether he is prepared to 
advise an offer on terms more favourable 
to the district, seeing that the land is 
now let at an agricultural rental of about 
40s. per acre. 


Tu& CHANCELLOR or tue DUCHY 
or LANCASTER (Sir Henry Fow sr, 
Wolverhampton, E.): I have received an 
application from the Pontefract Second- 
ary Education Committee for the pur 
chase of land for the erection of a 
secondary school for girls. I am advised 
by the Surveyor-General of the Duchy 


that building land in the neighbourhood | | forbiddi 
in a much less favourable position has | at & law Was passed forbidding them 
| for a considerable period , 


been let by the Duchy on building leases 
at the same rate as that named to the 
Education Committee. The matter has 
been fully considered by the Council of 


the Duchy, and they are of opinion that | 


the land should not be let at less than its 

value. 

Scudamore Charity for Decayed Men at 
Hereford. 

Mr. T. F. RICHARDS (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for Elland, as representing the 
Charity Commissioners, whether he is 
aware that in 1839 a sum of £100 per 
year was left by the Honourable Mrs. 
Scudamore, of Holme Lacy, Hereford, for 
the benefit of ten poor decayed men ; 


whether he is aware that one of the | 


recipients of this charity is a farmer who 
has two farms of about 300 acres, and 
holds several public positions, such as 
district and parish councillor, school 
manager, and guardian; whether this 
recipient has drawn the amount of £10 
per year for several years; and whether 
he will take the necessary steps towards 
compelling him to return the money 
obtained, which was left for an entirely 
different purpose. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): Complaint has been made to 
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the Charity Commissioners that a person 
described as a small farmer has been a 
recipient of this charity, and for this and 
other difficulties in regard to the adminis- 
tration of the charity, the case has been 
referred to an Assistant Commissioner for 
inquiry. He now has been in communica- 
tion with the trustees and the inquiry 
will be held, if a day generally convenient 
can be fixed, in the second week of June 
next. 


Whale Killing and the Herring Fishery 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if he is aware 
that there is a considerable increase 
in the number of steamers’ em- 
ployed in the killing of whales; if he 
is aware that the local authority is 
powerloss to exercise any control or to 
mitigate the public nuisance and danger 
arising from vast masses of putrifying 
flesh about the stations; if he is aware 
that the Norwegians protested so strongly 
against whaling stations on their coast 


if he is aware 
that since British and Foreign companies 
have been actively engaged in the indis- 
criminate slaughter of whales the herring 
fishing on the West Coast has been 
rapidly falling off, and that this year a 
certain station where three years ago 300 
vessels were employed there «re now none; 
and if he will consider the advisability of 
introducing a Bill to regulate in some 
degree the operations now going on. 


Tne SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. SINCLAIR, Forfarshire): The in- 
formation in the first and third portions 
of my hon. friend’s Question is new to 
me ; in regard to the second, I understand 
that although one of the provisions in the 
by-laws has been held by the sheriff sub- 
stitute to be ultra vires, the other pro- 
visions remain and should be enforced, so 
that the local authority are not powerless, 
as suggested by my hon. friend ; they ean 
compel removal of any nuisance found to 
exist, and have made by-laws dealing 
with the conduct of the whaling 
industry; the fourth portion is an 
expression of opinion, and a matter of 
controversy. And in regard to the last 
portion, I have already introduced a Bill 
which is now before the House and which 
proposes to regulate this industry. 
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Mr. CATHCART WASON : Is it the 
case that local authorities have practically 
no control over this nuisance ? 


*Mr. J. DEWAR (Inverness): Is it 
not the case that local authorities have 
issued an instruction which is loyally 
carried out insisting that the carcase of 


{9 May 1907} 


Questions. 370 
ealled to the system of rafiling at bazaars 
in connection with churches and clubs in 
Scotland; why, if this practice is con- 
trary to law, the authorities do not 
institute proceedings ; and if, in view of 
the fact that the law has fallen into disuse, 
he will introduce legislation to make the 

| practice legal. 


the whale must he cleared away in forty- | 


e . . } 
eight hours, and was not the fishing at 


Barra, the most important fishing station 
on the West Const of Scotland, the most 


prosperous on record last year at the very 


time the whalers were most active ? 
Mr. SINCLAIR: That is so, Sir. 


House Letting in Scotland. 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glas- 
gow, Camlachie): I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland if he is aware 
that, at a meeting of the Scottish Trades 
Union Congress, held in Aberdeen last 
week, attended by 132 delegates from 
trades unions from all parts of Scotland, 
representing 122,000 tradesmen, the 
house-letting question was considered, 
and a resolution passed in favour of 
reform; and whether, in view of the 
importance of this question, he will say 
when the Report of the Departmental 
Committee, which some time ago con- 
cluded its inquiry on this subject, will be 
issued. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Committee 
have finished taking evidence, and will 
lose no time in preparing their Report. 
But [am not able to name any date. 


Scottish Estimates. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland if 
he will arrange for the Reports of the 
Fishery Board and the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Scotland to be in the 
hands of Members before the Votes are 
taken. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: As my hon. friend 
isaware, Scottish Estimates will probably 
be taken on 30th May, which is some- 
what earlier than usual. 


prepare and issue their Reports in 
time ; but I am a little doubtful. 


Bazaar Raffles in Scotland. 


Mr. WATT: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether his attention has been 


ivery effort | 
will be made by the Departments to | 


The following Questions were also on 
the Paper : 


Mr. WATT: Toask the Lord-Advoeate 
| whether his attention has been called to 
‘the fact that newspapers in Scotland 
published particulars and results of 
| raffles in connection with church bazaars 
and clubs; why, if this practice is con- 
trary to law, the authorities do not 
institute proceedings ; and if, in view of 
the fact that the law has fallen into dis- 
use, he will introduce legislation to make 
the practice legal. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND (Elgin Burghs) : 
To ask the Lord-Advocate, in view 
of the fast that during a long period 
of years almost every bazaar held 
in Seotland has had as part of its 
equipment the subscription sale system, 
that the attitude of the criminal 
authorities has induced not only local 
authorities, but the public generally, to 
treat the law on the subject as obsolete, 
and that arrangements and commitments 
have been made in good faith in con- 
nection with bazaars for this year, 
whether he can make any statement on 
the future policy of his Department in 
the matter which will be a guide to 
| persons promoting undertakings of a 
| charitable nature. 





THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. THomas 
| SHaw, Hawick Burgh) : I may be allowed 
to answer this and the two succeeding 
| Questions together. These practices— 
whether called rafiling or subscription 
| sales, or plainly denominated lotteries— 
appear to be contrary to law. For some 
| years the law was not enforced with 
rigour ; and a certain practice appears to 
have arisen of allowing its non-observ- 
ance in view of the good objects which it 
was urged an evasion of the law would 
promote. Various appeals have reached 
me on this head from churches and clubs, 
and in at least one case from a local 
trades council, and I have answered all 
of them by refusal. It has not been 


0 2 








371 Questions. 


decided that the law is in desuetude. 
On the contrary it has recently been 
enforced, and criminal conviction ob- 
tained. In addition, numerous warnings 
have been given. The only authority 
which can sanction schemes as exceptions 
to the general law is the authority of 
the Act of Parliament. I have no such 
authority, but am bound to administer 
the law irrespective of whether the 
delinquents are or are not actuated by 
philanthropic motives. With reference 
to the concluding Question by my hon. 
friend the Member for Elgin, persons 
promoting charitable undertakings must, 
I fear, expect no further warning than 
this Answer. 


Mr. C. E, PRICK (Edinburgh, 
Central): In view of the fact that the 
State recognises that the churches are 
committing a breach of the law, cannot 
an exception be made on behalf of 
friendly societies when doing a like thing 
on behalf of a widow ? 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: We cannot 
take into account the motive when enforc- 
ing the law. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS: Is it 
intended to prosecute in all these cases ? 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I have no 
doubt a prosecution will take place in 
the ordinary course on information being 
laid. 


Leitrim Evicted Tenant—Case of 
James Daly. 

Mr. THOMAS F. SMYTH (Leitrim, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if the 
{states Commissioners have received 
their inspector’s Report with regard to 
the reinstatement of James Daly, Kilto- 
ghert, Carrick-on-Shannon, an evicted 
tenant on the Lauder and Gumley Estate, 
in county Leitrim; and, as this man is 
at present in receipt of outdoor relief, if 
arrangements will be made to have him 
reinstated at once on the farm of land 
which he formerly held. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE. 
LAND (Mr. Brirre Lt, Bristol, N.): The 
Estates Commissioners have inquired 
into James Daly’s application for re- 
instatement in a holding which is now 
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occupied by another tenant. The Com- 
missioners do not consider Daly to be a 
suitable person for reinstatement. 


Lord Gough’s Gort Estate. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
Commissioners have succeeded in com- 
pleting negotiations for the sale and 
purchase between Lord Gough, charyé 
@affuires at Dresden, and his tenantry on 
the Lough Cutra property, Gort ; and, if 
not, will he take measures to try and 
bring about this most desired result. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners have had several interviews 
with Lord Gough and the tenants’ re- 
presentatives and as a result the landlord 
agreed to sell the tenanted holdings at 
such prices as the Commissioners should 
consider reasonable, and also to sell such 
untenanted lands as the Commissioners 
should think necessary at the Commis- 
sioners’ price. J.ord Gough, however, 
made it a condition that the sporting 
rights should be reserved to him as he in- 
tended to reside at Lough Cutra, and 
upon the tenants demurring to this he 
offered to agree that if the tenants’ crops 
should be damaged by game, he would 
pay such compensation as the Land Com- 
mission might consider proper. Lord 
Gough’s offer appeared to the Commis- 
sioners to be reasonable, but the tenants 
refused to accept it, and the negotiations, 
therefore, came to an end. The Com- 
missioners do not see that they can take 
any further action in the matter. 


Uneconomic Holdings near Gort. 

Mr. DUFFY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if the attention of the Estates 
Commissioners has been directed to the 
uneconomic condition of a number of 
annuitant holders of land in the townland 
of Roo, near Gort, county Galway ; and 
whether, in view of the proximity of their 
holdings to the large grazing farm of 
Ballyvoher, in the hands of the landlord, 
Mr. W. S. Taylor, of Castle Taylor, 
Ardrahan, he will instruct the Commis- 
sioners to open negotiations with Mr. 
Taylor so as to try and secure this un- 
tenanted land in the interest of the 
Government tenants. 
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Mr. BIRRELL: Mr. Shawe Taylor 
has agreed to sell to the Estates Commis- 
sioners as much of his untenanted land | 
as they may require. The Commissioners | 
have decided to take 616 acres, and a 
further area of 347 acres is available if 
they should require it. The townland of 
Ballyvoher, comprising 160 acres, was 
offered to the Commissioners, but they 
consider this land to be unsuitable for 
their purpose. 


Galway Poor Rate Collectors. 

Mr. DUFFY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland is he aware that the Local 
Government Board have put into opera- 
tion the Public Bodies Order for 1904, in 
the county of Galway, and that, under 
this Order, poor rate collectors had to 
enter into new bonds; whether the new 
bonds compelled them to lodge the full 
amount of their warrants, whether col- 
lectable or otherwise, at the end of each 
financial year; and whether he will in- 
struct the Local Government Board not 
to carry forward at present irrecoverable 
arrears into the new warrants in cases 
where the collector is prepared to make 
an affidavit that these arrears are irre- 
coverable, 


Mr. BIRRELL: The facts are sub- 
stantially as stated in the Question. The 
Public Bodies Order, however, provides 
that when the collections of rates have 
been closed the lists of arrears are to be 
submitted to the county council for 
their consideration, and subsequently to 
the Local Government Board ; and any 
arrears which are declared to be irrecover- 
able are to be refunded to the collectors. 
The present system has been found to 
work satisfactorily, and does not impose 
any undue hardship on the collectors. 
When any exceptional circumstances exist 
in any collection district, the Board 
always give the case full consideration. 


Irish Council Bill Grant. 

Captain WARING (Banffshire): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether the £650,000 to be 
given to Ireland is an extra grant out of 
the Imperial purse ; and, if so, whether 
the equivalent grant will be given to 
Scotland. 


Mr. ASQUITH: If effect is given by | 
Parliament to the proposals made in the | 
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Irish Council Bill, the additional sum 
assigned to Irish services will be a charge 
against the Exchequer of the United 
Kingdom. Until the Bill has become 
law, I think it would be premature to 
discuss the suggestion contained in the 
second part of the Question; but I may 
say at once, that as at present advised, the 
case does not appear to me to be one to 
which the principle, or rather the prac- 
tice, of equivalent grants is applicable. 


County Clare—Deductions from Parlia- 
mentary Grants. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he can state the amount of 
Parliamentary Grants in relief of rates 
recently deducted from county Clare ; 
and if he will state the causes of such 
deduction and the amount in each 
instance. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The proportion, 
of the total amount drawn from the 
Guarantee Fund in 1907, chargeable to 
County Clare amounted to £870 11s. 8d. 
This sum is made up as_ follows :— 
Drawn under the Purchase of Land 
(Ireland) Act, 1891, £272; Drawn under 
the Irish Land Act, 1903—Arrears of 
Annuities, £164 ; Unearned dividend on 
issues of stock, £167 ; Advarice dividend, 
£96; Interest due but not received, 
£109 ; Unproductive balance, £63 ; total, 
£871. 


Ballinspittle Mails. 

Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that the change made in the 
despatch of mails from Ballinspittle, 
county Cork, from 4.45 p.m. to 2 p.m. 
on Sundays has caused inconvenience in 
the district; and whether, seeing that 
under the old system letters could be 
answered on the day on which they were 
received, and that under the new system 
this had been rendered impossible, under 
these circumstance he will cause the old 
system to be reverted to. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I have 
called for a Report on this subject, and 
on its receipt I will send the hon. Member 
a reply. 

SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON reported from 
the Committee of Selection ; That they 
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had discharged the following Members 
from Standing Committee A (in respect 
of the Limited Partnerships Bill): Mr. 
Secretary Gladstone and Mr. Herbert 
Samuel ; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion (in respest of the Limited Partner- 
ships Bill): Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 
Kearley. 


Sir Brampton Gurpon _ further 
reported from the Committee ; That they 
had added to Standing Committee A the 
following fifteen Members in respect of 
the Limited Partnerships Bill: Sir 
William Holland, Mr. Holden, Mr. 
Isaacs, Sir Andrew Torrance, Mr. Beale, 
Mr. Raphael, Major Dunne, Mr. George 
Greenwood, Sir William Hornby, Mr. 
Brotherton, Colonel] Warde, Mr. Burdett- 
Coutts, Mr. Nicholls, Mr. Murphy, and 
Mr. Haviland-Burke. 

Reports to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILL. 
TEACHERS OF MUSIC REGISTRATION 
BILL. 

“To provide for the Registration of 
Teachers of Music,” presented by Mr. 
O’Neill ; supported by Sir John Brunner, 
Sir Henry Craik, Mr. T. P. O'Connor, 
and Mr. George White; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next, and to 
be printed. | Bill 191.] 

SUPPLY ([8rH ALLoTTED Day]. 

Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1907-8. 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £11,117,751, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1908, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Post Office, including 
Telegraphs.” 


'*THE POSTMASTER - GENERAL 
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Poplar) : I propose to make some general 
observations with regard to the work of 
the Post Office during the year. I am 
sorry I am not able to give so favourable 
an account of the financial position of 
the Post Office as was the case last year, 
It is true there has been a considerable 
addition to the revenue, but the increase 
has not been so great as was expected 
twelve months ago. While the general 
trade of the country has been good, the 
revenue of the Post Office has shown a 
certain want of elasticity. Still there has 
been « considerable increase on the year’s 
receipts. The gross increase has been 
£350,000, but the department anticipated 
about £250,000 more ; and for the com- 
ing year we estimate an increase of 
£430,000 over the past year. The 
absence of the usual elasticity is due to 
various causes. Some hon. Members 
may think it due to the advent of a 
Liberal Government and the presence of 
an incompetent Postmaster-General. | 
admit both premisses, but I do not think 
either of them contributed to the result. 
Whatever may be the case, the business 
of the Post Office has not. fallen off from 
either of these causes. The absence of 
elasticity is due in the first place to the 
fact that last year we did not have a 
General Election, and I do not think 
many hon. Members will be anxious to 
biing about a General Election simply in 
order to increase the receipts of the 
Post Office. Then, there is no doubt it 
is largely due to change of taste on the 
part of the public. Last year there was 
an abnormal number of picture post-cards 
purchased by the public. That craze, | 
am afraid, is to a certain extent diminish- 
ing. At one time valentines held the 
sway; then came the Christmas-card. 
The former have gradually disappeared, 
and I can only hope the public will direct 
its superfluous energy and spare half- 
pence into another channel equally 
profitable to the Post Office. In con- 
nection with the telegraphs, there is 
little doubt that the Street Betting Act of 
last year had also an adverse effect on the 
revenue. That, however, I for one do not 
regret. But lam afraid thatthe chief reason 
for the falling off in elasticity is the very 
large increase in the use of the telephone 
by the public. This is cutting into the 
only profitable part of the telegraph 
service, viz., the short distance telegrams 
in large towns. It is going further than 
that. Conversation by telephone 1s 
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largely superseding the use of letters and 
ost-cards. That is a serious matter as 
affecting what is the sheet anchor of 
postal revenue—namely, the penny post. 
In spite of this, the department has 
endeavoured in the last year to extend 
the telephone system as far as practic- 
able. Including certain wires which 
we have laid down in behalf of the 
National Telephone Company, in view 
of taking over the lines of that 
company in 1912, the mileage of wire 
has been increased by 78,000 miles in the 
course of the year. A considerable part 
of that has been telephonic extensions in 
various parts of Ireland. Both telephone 
and telegraph lines, | may say, would be 
more rapidly increased if the Postmaster- 
General had more adequate powers for 
dealing with individuals, corporations or 
other public bodies, which in parts of 
the country are great obstructers by 


refusing wayleaves. It not infre- 
quently happens that on the same 
day I receive communications com- 


plaining on the part of some public body 
that the Post Office are neglecting to 
extend the telephonic system in their 
area, the same post brings an absolute 
refusal of the ordinary wayleave from 
the corporation itself. In spite of this, 
however, the wires have been consider- 
ably extended. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
Has not the revenue for the telephonic 
system shown an increase } 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Yes, and 
that is the only satisfactory point. It 
is at last, taken as a whole, on a paying 
basis. But at the same time we are 
losing on the telegraphs. In regard 
to the general position of wireless 
telegraphy, the question of the ratifi- 
cation of the Radio-Telegraphic Conven- 
tion is now before a Select Commtitee 
of this House. The Post Office has 
naturally, therefore, held its hands to 
a certain extent in issuing licences ; 
but I have been able, nevertheless, 
to issue licences to various British 
companies during the year. For the 
coming year the expenditure is estimated 
to be larger than the normal owing to 
increased services, and, of course, there 
is a certain cloud over the expenditure 
of the coming year pending the report 
of the Select Committee on the wages 
of postal servants. 
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That leads me to the point of how 
far under present circumstances I 
was entitled to press the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer for a greater grant 
than he has already given for the 
improvement of the postal service. I 
have always held that the balance of 
Post Office revenue ought to be expended, 
in part, in the interests of what I may 
call the postal consumer. That policy I 
have been able to carry out since I came 
into office. In that connection I do not 
think the public have any cause of com- 
plaint against the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. I did not feel I could 
approach him as strongly this year as 
I did last year, when he described me 
as one of the most sturdy beggars among 
his colleagues. But if I have not been 
so fortunate this year it is not because 
I have given up hope; it is rather that 
Iam biding my time and may make an 
even greater demand another year. 1 
must point out, moreover, in taking the 
two years together, that he has given me 
no less a sum than £350,000 a year. Last 
year my right hon. friend placed at my 
disposal in order to make postal improve- 
ments the sum of £156,000. This was for 
home reforms. Then there is an addi- 
tional sum of £200,000 this year, which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
allowed me to take into the Postal Union, 
to be devoted to the reduction of foreign 
postage. That is a substantial sum to be 
taken into account. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: What are 
the reforms to be ? 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: If the hon. 
Member had been a little more patient 
he would have seen that I was about to 
give some details. The substantial result 
of the reform is that a reduction is made 
in the charge for the lower denomination 
of postal orders, and in the higher 
denominations of the parcel post a very 
considerable reduction is made. Then the 
guarantee for a telephone or telegraph 
is reduced from a half to a third, and I 
am glad to know that great advantage has 
been taken of that concession. Another 
concession, it may interest the Committee 
to recollect, was that there should be, if 
possible, a delivery on three days a week 
in every part of the kingdom, however 
remote. In the last few months the 
department has increased the deliveries 
to three times a week in a very large 
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number of places, involving not less than 
one million letters a year, and thus the 
acceleration of letters in the rural dis- 
tricts will be increased. The Postal 
Union reforms are twofold. In the first 
place it has been often thought that it 
would be an advantage if people writing 
to this country might be enabled to 
include the cost of the reply. The 
Department has been able to secure that 
reform by means of an international 
coupon which can be enclosed in the 
letter. But we have been unable to induce 
the other great countries to agree to a 
substantial reduction in the 23d. rate for 
letters. Their finances did not admit of a 
reduction being granted or, at all events, 
they would not agree to the suggestion 
of a ld. or 2d. But the British delegates 
have obtained almost an equivalent. At 
present a letter sent abroad must not 
weigh more than half an ounce for 23d. 
This weight is now raised to an ounce, 
and the charge of 24d. will cover it, 
instead of the former charge of 5d. <A 
letter weighing 2o0z., instead of costing 
10d., will now cost 4d., and a letter of 
30z., instead of costing 1s. 3d., will now 
be carried for 54d. 


*Mr. HENNIKXER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): What percentage of the letters 
were over half an ounce in weight 4 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : Jam afraid 


I have not the figures. 


*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : Was it 


not only one in a thousand ¢ 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : That is not 
the point. One of the objects in view in 
these suggested reforms was that corre- 
spondents should not have to consider 
every half-sheet of notepaper they put 
into a letter, but that they should enjoy 
the same freedom to post their letters 
abroad as they enjoyed under their 
domestic postage system. 

The principal reforms carried out and 
coming into operation this year include a 
substantial reduction on the postage of 
newspapers, magazines, and trade journals 
to and from Canada. This reform has, I 
am glad to say, met with very great 
approval on the part of the Canadian 
Government, and [ think that it has 
given great satisfaction at home. I have 
also been enabled to reduce the postage 
on literature for the blind, and practi- 
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cally to put these afflicted people on the 
same level as those who still enjoy the 
use of their sight. The Braille system 
involves heavy type for each book, and 
my object has been to treat the volumes 
of literature for the blind as advantage- 
ously in point of cheapness as those for 
the use of readers with their sight. There 
is also a small reform for the comfort and 
convenience of the public desiring to 
communicate with India and elsewhere, 
Anyone can telegraph to an English 
port or to Brindisi, and the telegram 
will be sent out by the steamer from 
that port to India or elsewhere. I am 
also experimenting with stamp machines, 
so that by means of putting a penny in 
the slot in these machines at the stations 
the public may obtain a stamp. The 
system is not yet complete, but up to the 
present the experiment has been very pro- 
titable, because when the pennies are put 
in the slot the stamp is not always forth- 
coming. These are the machines I for 
one rather approve; but on the other 
hand, I am sorry to say, there has been 
a machine in use which suddenly dis- 
pensed 3s. 6d. worth of penny stamps 
before anyone put a periay in at all. 
Among the other questions which have 
engaged my attention are the charges 
and the facilities now in existence be- 
tween France and the Continent gene- 
rally and England as to telegraph lines 
and telephone service. I hope before 
long to be able to reduce the charge affect- 
ing the public service in this matter, and 
at the same time to add greater facilities. 
Another subject that has engaged my 
attention is how best to treat the lottery 
circulars which are poured with so much 
profusion into this country. It ought to 
be clearly understood, however, that it is 
neither expedient nor right for the Post- 
master-General on his own _ initiative, 
whatever may be his suspicions, to open 
a letter which is gummed and closed, and 
about whose contents there can be no 
knowledge obtainable without opening it. 
Circulars that are open, on the other 
hand, are examined and destroyed when 


they are found to relate to lotteries or - 


other matters of an undesirable character. 
In the case of sealed letters of this 
description, if attention is drawn to them, 
the Department always refers the question 
to the police, so that, if possible, they may 
immediately take proceedings against 
the authors. I think it is obvious from 
from a communication I have received 





380 


1 the 
y the 
stem 
and 
imes 
tage- 
e for 
here 
and 
y to 
1ere, 
slish 
ram 
rom 
am 
nes, 
y in 
ions 
The 
the 
pro- 
put 
rth- 
for 
her 
een 
dis- 
nps 
all, 
ave 
es 
be- 
ne- 
nes 
OTe 
4Ch- 
ind 
ies. 
my 
ary 


ich 





381 Supply. 


that I have been able to take some 
effectual steps in checking the abuse. A 
correspondent paid me what I consider 
to be the greatest compliment I have 
received in my administrative life by 
writing me a letter which begun thus— 
“Mr. S. Buxton,—It is with the greatest 
contempt that I address you, knowing you to 
be a person of a thieving, mean, and despicable 
nature, and to have the fact impressed upon 
me by the circumstances that we have such a 
man to hold the office of Postmaster-General 
ab-olutely makes me feel inclined, after the 
manner of hundreds more, to turn against the 
British race altogether.” 
That letter is from one of the circulators 
of these lottery tickets. I have appointed 
a Committee to inquire into the question 
how far the Post Oftice can be utilised 
for assisting small employers to insure 
against risks under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act. The Committee is pre- 
sided over by Lord Farrer, and I hope 
that the Report will be soon forthcoming. 


It is often believed by hon. Members 
and others that there is undue delay 
in carrying out inquiries into or 
promises to increase postal facilities. 
But the solution of these questions is not 
so simple as is generally believed. 
During the past year the Department has 
been enabled to spend £200,000 on the 
extension of the anderground telegraph 
system throughout the country. On this 
particular item there has now been an 
expenditure of £1,250,000, and the 
authorities desire in the coming year to 
increase these facilities as far as possible. 
It is easy to suggest reforms, but 
every suggested reform costs money, and 
itis not always the crass stupidity and 
obstinacy of the Department which 
causes it to decline to carry out particular 
reforms in a particular space of time. 
Sometimes what is believed to be a step 
in advance in the matter of postal reform, 
is in reality a retrograde movement. 
It is absolutely essential in a large 
service such as the Post Office to 
secure uniformity and simplicity, and, 
though each suggestion of improvement 
might confer an advantage in one quarter, 
it might also cause delay, confusion, 
and disappointment in other quarters. 


I have dealt so far with the administra- 
tion of the Post Office as regards the 
public. I now come to the other side. 
The Postmaster-General is by far the 
largest employer of labour in the United 
Kingdom. He has under him in the 
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Department 200,000 persons one way and 
another, of whom 50,000 are women. 
‘This is a question which has given me a 
great deal of anxiety, and it is one to 
which I have given my best possible at- 
tention. I have always said, and I think 
the Committee will bear me out in say- 
ing so—I have always said publicly that 
the Government, speaking for any Govy- 
ernment, ought as an employer of labour 
to set a good example to other employers ; 
but at the same time we do not want to 
set up in our public services a privileged 
class. We want to consider the interests 
of the taxpayers as well, and while the 
Government ought to be a good employer 
of labour, in my opinion, it ought not to 
be a lavish employer of labour at the ex- 
pense of the taxpayers. There are differ- 
ent classes of labour for which the 
Department is responsible, namely, those 
working for the Post Office under con- 
tractors, the mechanic or engineer- 
ing class; and, of course, the postal 
employees themselves. As to the class 
under contractors, I found out after I 
came into office that I had hardly any 
control whatever over the conditions of 
employment, and one of the first things 
I was enabled to do with the consent of 
the Treasury was to appoint an inspector 
to examine and report in regard to the 
conditions of labour under the various 
contractors to the Post office, so that for 
the first time the Postmaster-General 
might have personal knowledge and per- 
sonal control over these conditions. 
Having a parental interest in the Fair 
Wages Resolution, I have endeavoured to 
see that it is carried out, so far as it can 
be, fairly and properly. We have 
had a Departmental Committee appointed, 
and I hope it will work out some 
scheme for the better, the more 
efficient, and the more uniform working of 
the service. The fair wages clause is a 
very important one in Government con- 
tracts. I have introduced into every new 
contract additional clauses as to the wages 
tobe paid, ete., allof which willl hope tend 
to the improvement of the conditions of 
those working under contractors. But 
in regard to this matter you cannot go 
with a great leap at once. The matter 
must be dealt with gradually, and im- 
proved conditions must come year by 
year. One of the great difticulties in 
connection with this question is that of 
ascertaining what is the recognised fair 
rate of wages in any particular industry. 
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I have experienced this difficulty lately 
in regard to carmen’s wages. ‘There is 
no recognised rate of wages in that 
particular trade, but it was obvious to me 
that the men were underpaid and over- 
worked. 


Supply. 
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After some communications on | 


the subject, what I have been enabled to | 


do is to go to the contractors and say— 


“T do not say that at the present moment | 
there is a recognised rate, but I am going | 
to say what 1 think you ought to pay, | 


and what | consider a fair rate of wages 
in the trade.” I am bound to say that 
the contractors met me in a fair spirit, 


and I think the arrangement come to | 
has given satisfaction to the persons in | 


the employment of the contractors. The 
wages for single horse men is 25s, a 
week, and for two horse men 27s, a week. 
In addition to that they both get a com- 
plete uniform which represents ls. 3d. a 
week, 


Mr. SEDDON (Lancashire, Newton) : 
Does that apply to the provinces as well 
as to London 


*Mr. SYDNEY 
applies to London. 
I am still in correspondence. 


BUXTON: No, it 
As to the provinces 
I think my 


hon. friend has drawn my attention to | 


one or two cases in which the men have 
been underpaid. Jam very glad that the 
cases have been brought to my atten- 


tion. These were cases in which the 
wages appeared to be unduly low, and 
I shall have the matter inquired 


into at the earliest possible oppor- 
tunity. The same remarks apply to 
the clothing contracts, but unfortunately 
in regard to these it is not easy to act at 
once. ‘lhe contracts had in some in- | 
stances been entered into before I really | 
had sufficient time to study the question. 
In regard to all these matters we are 
hampered by existing contracts, and for | 
some time to come that will be so in 
many cases. There again it seems to me 
that it is not right to accept necessarily 
the lowest tender. It seems to me that | 
the contracts should be spread over a 
large area so that one could get experi- 
ence of the way in which the various 
employees are paid, and further that 
when new contracts are given out there 
will be a better chance of choosing be- 
tween the good and the sweating em- | 
ployers. I think something can be done | 
by spreading the contracts over a large | 
area, and by being by no means tied ' 
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down to taking the lowest offer. Then 
as regards employment at the Post 
Office factory at Holloway, I told the 
Committee last year that I _ had 
endeavoured, as far as_ possible, to 
average the work over the year, that 
is to say, to arrange, as far as possible, 
the work of thos eemployed in the factory 
so as to spread it evenly over the year, 
and thereby prevent the necessity of dis- 
charging a large number of men at one 
time and taking them on at another, 


| The carrying out of that policy has taken 


some time, but I think it has now been 
placed on a basis which will obviate the 
system of employing a minimum of men 
at one time and adding largely to the 
number of temporary hands at another. 
There is a matter in connection with the 
factory which I think will interest the 
Committee. There has been instituted 
at the factory a system which I under- 
stand is in operation at a considerable 
number of private establishments. It is 
what is called the “suggestion system.” 
That is to say, any workman employed 
there may make suggestions as to the de- 
sign of tools, the improvement of machines, 
or the methods of manufactuve, the saving 
of material, and the prevention of accidents. 
They are encouraged to make their sug- 
gestions by rewards given to them when 
they propose anything of a_ practical 
character, and [I am glad to know that 
in eleven months no less than 108 rewards, 
averaging from 5s. to £5, have been 
given to various workmen under the 
Post Office for suggestions of that nature. 
I think that everybody will agree that 
that is a good thing to do. It will 
interest the men in their work, encourage 
them to make suggestions, and to have 
confidence that, if the suggestions should 
be carried out, they will be rewarded. 
Therefore it is a scheme which merits 
the attention of the Committee. 


As to the enormous number of men 
engaged in the actual postal work and the 
claims they have put forward for improved 
conditions, their case is now before a 
Parliamentary Committee. That is in 
accordance with what they themselves 
desired, and it is not for me to anticipate 
—for I have no knowledge whatever 
what may be the conelusion at which 
the Committee willarrive. This, I think, 
I may say, however, that as the men them- 
selves desired a Parliamentary Committee, 
which I thought they were entitled to 
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have, I presume, now that they have 
appealed to Cesar, they will be prepared 
to accept the verdict which Cesar may 
give. In regard to sanitary improve- 
ments, medical services, Home Office 
inspection, and other matters of that 
sort, alterations have been made which 
we hope will improve the conditions of the 
service. We have been endeavouring 
as far as we can to limit the over-pressure 
in the summer season, and the excessive 
overtime to which that often leads. 
Unfortunately, while in the summer 
time the work increases, the staff at that 
time is at a minimum, owing to the 
holidays which are granted at the best 
season of the year. We have en- 
deavoured, as far as possible, to deal 
with that situation, and while it is neces- 
sary to employ a certain amount of 
temporary labour, we have endeavoured 
in other ways, and by other means, 
to diminish the over-pressure and the 
overtiine during the summer season. 


There is another matter to which the 
Committee will allow me to refer, for I 
know that it is one in which a good many 
Members take an interest. That is 
what I may call the blot on the 
escutcheon of the Post Office, namely, 
the position of the boy messengers. We 
have to part with a very large number of 
these boys at the age of sixteen. I may 
siy that we part with them at that 
age because we believe that if their 
services are to be dispensed with at all, 
it is better for them to go then rather 
than at eighteen or nineteen years of age. 
The position of the matter is this. It is 
aimatter over which I have no control. 
It is due to an arrangement of some 
years standing between the Post Office, 
the War Office, and the Admiralty, under 
which—and I think very legitimately— 
ex-soldiers and ex-blue-jackets of good 
character, on leaving the Army and 
the Navy, should be received into the 
service of the Post Office. These men 
were accepted if there was nothing 
serious in their record against them in 
order to prevent their going on the 
streets. The arrangement was that one- 
half of the poztmen’s places should be 
given to ex-soldiers and ex-sailors and 
the other half to the boy messengers. 
I confess that it has distressed me very 
much to receive communications from 
many parents and others on behalf of 
those boys whose services have to be 
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dispensed with at sixteen years of age, 
It is useless to say to the parents that 
when the boys came into the service of the 
Post Office at thirteen or fourteen years 
of age they were informed that it was 
not a permanent service, and that they 
had signed a paper to that effect. Every 
parent, of course, thinks his own child 
is the best, and that he will certainly 
succeed, and the parents cannot be 
persuaded that they have not to a certain 
extent been taken in when they are 
asked to take the boys away from the 
Post Office service. We have given as 
much time as possible to the considera- 
tion of this question with the view of 
limiting the severity of the treatment of 


| these boys, and I think that we have 


with some success met the problem. I 
have now come to an arrangement with 
the War Office under which, while declin- 
ing to take a single ex-soldier more into 
the service, or to place further posts at 
their disposal to the displacement of the 
boy messengers, there is to bo greater 
elasticity. In future instead of the 
ex-soldiers being as now entitled to 
certain places, | have full freedom to 
distribute them as fairly as I can among 
the various branches of the service. 
Representations were at once made to me 
that, in adopting this course, we were 
injuring the interests of the telegraphists 
or of the learners who would become 
telegraphists, and that we were cn- 
deavouring to introduce these men in 
order to reduce wages, and so forth. I 
can hardly believe that those who made 
these assertions really made them in good 
faith. It is quite well known that the 
effect of introducing these men into these 
positions is to create vacancies for boy 
messengers, and that not a single person 
in the service can possibly suffer from 
the intrusion of these ex-soldiers. They 
will be taken on the establishment when 
they have had a certain amount of train- 
ing, at the same rate of wages and on 
the same conditions as the present tele- 
grapists. There is no question of in- 
troducing cheap labour or anything of 
that sort. We are doing what we 
can to direct the attention of employers 
and others to the boy messengers, and, I 
am glad to say, in some cases very 
successfully. It depends very largely on 
the energy and enterprise of the post- 
master, and I should like to pick out 
particularly the postmaster of Derby, 
who has been most successful in finding 








yy 
387 


Supply. 


places for these boys, many of whom 


have been enabled, by the admirable | 
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{ 


training he has given them, to obtain | 


places on their own initiative. At one 
time there was some prejudice against 
these boys. 
smart as they might be, but having seen 


They were not, perhaps, as | 


a good deal of the article, I beg to} 


recommend it as a first-class article. 


Last year I told the Committee that I 
fully recognised the Post Office associa- 


tions as trade unions, with a right of | 
respresentation | : 
; Mieke pears | public. 
through the representatives of different | 


combination and of 
classes. I have nothing to regret in 
having done so. I think it is the right 
thing to do, and I believe it has been a 
satisfactory step. Indeed, I have gone 


regulations in consultation with 
associations themselves in order to carry 
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for the very conciliatory way in which 
they treat me in regard to these matters, 
The service is a great one. I believe— 
nay, Iam sure—that it is actuated from 
the top to the bottom, with very few 
exceptions, by real zeal and interest in 
the work of the Department. 1 have had 
many opportunities during the last year 
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| of meeting all classes and all ranks of 


| Post Office servants, and I have been 


out smoother working in regard to this | 


matter. It has been my strong and 


earnest desire throughout to bring about | 


better relations between the 


various | 


classes of the postal service, and to bring | 


them, as far as I can, into personal 
relations with the heads of the Depart- 
ment, because I am a great believer in 
personal relations as a means of smooth- 
ing over difficulties and removing anta- 


gonisms. I think these associations 
and those they represent were in- 


clined to be over suspicious in regard 
to the Department. 


think that the Department was ac- 
tuated by sinister motives. I am 
quite certain that the desire of all 


very much struck by the public zeal 
which actuates this great service, and 
which, I think, is appreciated by the 
I have endeavoured during the 
time I have been at the Post Office to 
make advances in every direction. [ 
have done something, or have, at least, 
endeavoured to do something, for the 


| comfort and convenience of the public 
further lately, and have drawn up fresh | I ’ 


the | 


and I have endeavoured, as far as I could, 
to improve the conditions of those working 
in the Post Office and to bring about a 
better understanding and more cordial 
relations. 


*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury) said he would endeavour to presenta 
picture of the Department from the public 
point of view. The revenue of the Post 
Office and Telegraphs Department was 
£22,000,000, and the expenditure was 
£17,600,000. The profits of the British 


| Post Office amounted to £4,600,000, ex- 
| actly £1,000,000 steriing over the amount 


They profess to | 


| extent. 


those who represent the Department is | 


to do their best and the greatest possible 
justice to the staff as a whole. 


The Postmaster-General’s position is not 
an easy task. He has to bear the fierce 
light of publicity. There are upon him 
the eyes of some 4C,000,000 of population, 
the eyes of 670 Members of Parliament, all 
of whom have constituents with eyes upon 


| 


them, and there are also something like | 


150,000 watchful and critical employees. 
Nor is it a light task, because his relations 


with such a large army of employees must | 


necessarily lead, not only to the larger 
questions to which I have referred, but 
also to personal matters, all of which are 
difficult and take time, and many of 


which are very painful, though some | 


are amusing. IJ can only express my 
indebtedness to hon. Members who write 
to me, or button-hole me, or question me, 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 


they were ten years ago, although the 
expenditure had increased to a large 
The predecessors of the right 
hon. Gentleman had sought, in the 
interests of the public, to limit, the 
amount of the profits which should 
go into the Treasury. It was held that 
the Post Office ought not to make profits, 
and the proposal was made that all above 
the present profits should go towards 
extending, cheapening, and _ facilitating 
postal communications. He _ recom- 
mended that suggestion to the right hon. 
Gentleman, who had been going about 
the country thanking the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for having given back to 
him but a small proportion of the 
enormous profits which had been made 
by the Department. His right hon. 
friend had made a speech which put him 
in considerable difficulty. Last year the 
right hon. Gentleman employed 195,000 
or nearly 200,000 people, which was 
50,000 more than ten years ago. In five 
years 250,000 people would be employed 
in the Post Office service, and no doubt, 
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they would be continually making de- 
mands upon the Postmaster-General. 
He would suggest to him a system which 
would put an end to those calls upon his 
time and attention. The suggestion 
was that there should be appointed 
a Public Service Board similar to that 
which had been established in Australia. 
The board there consisted of three able 
men free from political influences, irre- 
movable by Government, who dealt with 
all questions in relation to wages and 
emoluments paid in the various public 
services, and their decisions gave general 
satisfaction. Such a body dealing with 
the complaints of Post Office employees 
would relieve the Department and 
Members from much annoyance and 
from what might become a source of 
danger to the public service. In an 
inquiry for establishing such a board 
the right hon. Gentleman would have 
every assistance from the Opposition side 
of the House. From a study of post 
offices in various parts of the world for 
the last twenty years, he could say that 
the British Post Office was one of the 
best in the world, but it had a number 
of faults which no business mind could 
tolerate. The Postmaster-General was 
armed with full authority against the 
public and had no responsibility for the 
defaleations and errors of his servants. 
No private person conducting such a 
business would be allowed such irrespon- 
sibility, and he suggested that the powers 
and authority of the Postmaster-General 
needed revision. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had obtained a cheer by his reference 
to the reduced postage to Canada. Under 
the new system a pamphlet weighing a 
pound could be sent to Canada, 6,000 
miles away, for 1d., a wonderful conces- 
sion for which they were thankful ; but 
then to send a pamphlet or magazine to 
the Reform Club half a mile off would 
cost 4d. The arrangement with Canada, 
moreover, Was mean to an extraordinary 
degree, and one which could not long be 
tolerated. When he worked hard for 
postage reduction he did not bargain for 


a system by which magazines could be | 


sent to Canada for $d. each while those 
sent across the road would cost 3}d. in 
postage. By the new arrangement 
Canada was made to pay two-thirds 
of the postage. It was an astonishing 
arrangement, and would excite laughter 
here though perhaps not in Canada. 
The Canadian people were our most 
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loyal people and they were grateful for 
improved means of communication, but 
to make them pay two-thirds of the cost 
of the reduction in postage of our 
magazines was ridiculous. He was sur- 
prised to find that the Postmaster- 
General made no reference to the incon- 
sistencies of foreign postal rates. From 
Dover to Calais the postage of a letter 
was 23d., but that letter could be 
sent to Fiji, 12,000 miles, for ld. A 
letter could be sent to New York for 
2hd., but through the United States to 
Vancouver, 6,000 miles, it could be 
sent for ld. Stronger efforts should 
be made to remove such anomalies. He 
appealed to the Postmaster -General to 
begin a universal penny postage with the 
United States, where there were probably 
more British-born subjects of the King 





than in his distant dominions elsewhere. 
These people sent £1,600,000 in small 
postal orders to this country in the course 
of the year, and the establishment of a 
penny postage would be hailed with 
satisfaction by the English - speaking 
world. In the telegraph system reforms 
were required. From this country to 
France the rate was 2d. a word, but in 
France, as in England, it was $d. a word. 
Why did we shout for entente cordiale and 
charge France for a telegraph from 
Dover to Calais four times as much as 
we charged for a message from Dover to 
Ireland? It was astonishing, to people 
who had considered the question, that 
postal reforms had been carried in the 
teeth of Post Office opposition, and one 
reason he found in the fact that, though 
the Department was conducted by men 
of high honour and ability, it kad not 
had a business man at its head since the 
time of Henry Fawcett—not a man who 
took into his councils the business men of 
the country. In France a consultative 
| committee of business men were always 
sitting with the head of the Department 
to consider what was best for the general 
convenience, and he commended the 
appointment of such a Committee to the 
right hon. Gentleman, together with the 
establishment of a Government printing 
| office. In Australia and in the United 
States post office and other printing was 
done in Government offices with savin; 
of public money and many other advan 
tages. There were many other matters 
worthy of attention, but he would con- 
tent himself with saying that never was 
|there more need for an _ Imperial 
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Postmaster - General who would consult 
with our Colonies and dependencies, and 
with foreign countries, upon the question 
of telegraph communication. The public 
scarcely realised the importance of this 
subject, and the opportunities there were 
for economy in expenditure. Anamount 
of something like £4,000,000 sterling 
was spent in telegraphing in the year. 
To the Cape the expenditure was 
£500,000. In telegraphing to Australia 
we spent more than £1,000 a day, to India 
and the East almost the same sum, and 
to the United States £1,000,000 a year. 


Supply. 


*Mr. ANNAN BRYCE (Inverness 
Burghs) said he was astonished that the 
hon. Gentleman who had 
down should have indulged in the criti- 
cisms he had on the actions of the Post- 
master-General when he was _ perfectly 
well aware that that of which he com- 
plained did not depend on the action of 
his right hon. friend, but on the action of 
the Governments of the respective coun- 
tries concerned. The public owed a 
ereat debt of gratitude to the Post- 
master-General for what he had done in 
the way of reductions. 

What 


*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : 


reductions ? 


*Mr. ANNAN BRYCE: In the increase 
in the weights from 3 ounce to 1 ounce, 
and the reduction of the postage on 
weights above 1 ounce, which would 
make an enormous difference to the 
countries within the postal union. Any 
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complaintin regard to a matter in his 


own constituency. The right hon. Gen- 


tleman’s action in that case would meet 
‘with the gratitude of the staff in 
that constituency. He proposed to 


move to reduce the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s salary by £100 purely with the 


view of calling attention toa matter 
of great interest to Scotland. About 


two months ago a very influential and 
waited on the 
Postmaster-General with regard to under- 
ground telegraphic communication with 
Scotland, and the answer given by the 


| right hon. Gentleman to that deputation 


was not altogether satisfactory. The 
|right hon. Gentleman showed great 
knowledge of the subject and great 


just sat | 


| of underground telegraphs. 


| of this, 


| last 
| and 


sympathy with the deputation, but ex- 
plained that unhappily from his financial 
position he was not able to gratify to 
the extent he desired the wishes of the 
deputation with regard to the extension 
It was well 
that, the overhead 


known owing to 


/communications only, telegraphic com- 


munication in Scotland was liable to 
be interrupted during the winter, and 
winter there was a very long 
serious interruption. The  Post- 
master-General, although he was aware 
was able to proceed only very 


slowly in the conversion of the present 


| overhead into an 


underground system. 


|The right hon. Gentleman said he would 
this year be able to complete only 


|tion to 


criticisms which he might have to make | 


of the actions of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in connection with the Motion he 
proposed to move he made with great 
reluctance, because everyone knew the 
interest the right hon. Gentleman took 
in the details of his Department and 


would be convinced of his interest both | 


in its financial condition and in the 
position of the staff. He had recom- 
mended himself to everybody in the House 
by the consideration with which he met 
the suggestions made to him,fand there 
was no doubt that since he ‘came into 
office there had been much better feeling 
throughout the country in regard to 
the Departme nt. He himself had to 
thank the right hon. Gentleman for 
the way in which he had dealt with a 
Mr. Henniker Heaton. 


| ness 


| ground 


| Scotland with the 


the communication to Edinburgh, and 
although the necessity of communica- 
Dundee and Aberdeen was 
very urgent indeed, owing to the slow- 
of the work it would be many 
years before they would sce safe under- 
communication between those 
and the rest of the Norh of 
South. He begged 


towns 


| to move. 


|“ That Item A be 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
reduced by £100.” 


| —(Mr. Annan Bryce). 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
said the hon. Gentleman who had moved 
the reduction had no doubt good grounds 
from the point of view of Scotland ob- 
taining underground in place of over- 
head communication, which it was evi- 
dent the climate there rendered more 
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necessary than in England. At the same 
time he could not help feeling that the 
cost fell on the United Kingdom as a 
whole; therefore, he did not think the 
Postmaster-General could press on this 
reform quicker than he had. The 
right hon. Gentleman had made a 
very clear statement on the various 
subjects in which he had _ interested 
himself since he had been in office, 
but there were some subjects upon 
which he did not agree with him. 
The right hon. Gentleman had devoted 
a considerable portion of his speech 
to the question of the boys, and he 
would be inclined to vote for the 
Amendment because the statement in 
that respect was unsatisfactory. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said they 
were placed in a hard position, and 
that that was owing to the arrange- 


Supply. 


ments made with the War Office 
and the Admiralty that a certain 
number of time-expired soldiers and 


sailors had to be taken into the Post 
Office every year. The right hon. 
(Gentleman had used a rather unfortunate 
phrase. He had spoken about the 
“intrusion” of soldiers and sailors into 
the Post Office. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he did 
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not mean it in an offensive manner, but | 


he quite admitted that it was perhaps not 
a proper expression to use. 


Sir F. BANBURY ‘said he 
not refer further to that point, and he was 
clad he had given the right hon. Gentle- 
man an opportunity of putting it right. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
these boys were badly treated because, 
though their parents were told when they 
were engaged that the employment 


would be only of a temporary character, | 


and though the House was told that 
these boys had signed an agreement in 
which they acknowledged they knew of 
this fact, yet, when the period arrived at 
which their employment was to cease they 
considered they had a grievance. He 
could not conceive how a business man 
for a moment could consider that when 
a man had signed an agreement, and 
carried out the terms of that agreement 
and completed his bargain, he had a 
grievance because he had to leave. 
The right hon. Gentleman had further 


would | 


| accepted. 
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said he would take care that no further 
soldiers or sailors were employed in 
the Post Office. That surety was a 
very unfortunate conclusion to arrive at. 
He suggested that if the par nts of these 
boys felt aggrieved that thir boys were 
being discharged from the Post Office, 
the simplest thing for them to do wonld 
be to send them into the Army. «Then 
when they had had a good training and 
were well disciplined, they could return 
to the Post Office. There could be no 
grievance then. If such an arrangement 
could be arrived at a great incentive would 
be given to recruiting which was held 
to be highly desirable by many in the 
country. He would like to know what 
objection the right hon. Gentleman 
had to such a scheme, which he thought 
would meet a crying want of the 
men who had served their country, 
that they should have a claim to serve 
their country in a civil capacity. The 
right hon. Gentleman had also announced 
that the Post Office intended to alter 
the custom which had previously existed 
of accepting the lowest tender. The 
Post Office had a number of contrac- 
tors on the list, and it would hardly be 
fair to ask them to send in their tenders 
and then not to accept the lowest. It was 
quite a different matter if theyjadvertised 
for tenders, because people whom they 
knew nothing about might tender, but 
where they had a list of contractors, it 
was to be assumed that their names would 
not appear upon it unless it was known 
that they were satisfactory people. 
Where there was such a list of contractors, 
it seemed to him that it was only 
fair that the lowest tender should be 
He believed that principle 
was acted upon in all large departments 
and concerns in the country. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in answer to a Question 
of his, had stated that he estimated that 
he would get £450,000 increased revenue 
this year. The net increase of expenditure 
came to £621,000. The result was, sup- 
posing the estimate of £450,000 increased 
revenue was realised, there would bea de- 
ficiency of £170,000. That was rather a 
serious fact. The right hon. Gentleman 
had already alluded to the want of 
elasticity in the Post Office revenue, 
which, it must not be forgotten, was one 
of the great items of the revenue produc- 
ing Departments, and any decrease in'the 
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revenue of the Post Office must mean un 
increase of taxationin some form; there- 
fore it was most important that the net 
revenue of the Post Office should be kept 
up. The increase, as far as he could see, 
was almost entirely in the direction of 
wages. That was a very serious thing, 
when one bore in mind that there was, 
at the present moment, a Committee 
sitting on that subject. It seemed 
to him that it would have been better 
if the right hon. Gentleman had waited 
until the Committee had reported before 
he made any alteration in wages. In 
regard to superannuation and _ other 
non-effective charges, he saw that super- 
annuation came to a very large amount, 
£555,000, and that it had increased very 
largely in the year, he thought by 
something like £50,000. On page 136 of 
the Estimate:, he found that a letter 
carrier, aged twenty-three vears, who had 
been six years in the Metropolitan Police, 
had been granted a pension. If the man 
had been six years in the police, it meant 
that he had joined the force when he was 
seventeen vears of age. Why should this 
man receive a pension at the age of 
twenty-three @ Another man culled 
Eden, aged forty-seven, had a pension of 
£104 10s. a year, “ because of his inability 
to discharge efficiently the duties of his 
office.” He would like to know what 
that meant. On the next page there 
was the record of a managed forty-eight, 
who received £206 a year pension, and 
there again the reason was inability 
to discharge efficiently the duties of his 
office. 


*ToeE CHAIRMAN said the reduction 
which had been moved was on the right 
hon. Gentleman’s salary, and it was 
open to discuss questions of policy, but 
not details which would really arise 
better on other items. 


Sir F. BANBURY said the right hon. 
Gentleman was in charge of the Vote 
and he desired to have particulars of 
these pensions, the conferring of which 
would be under his control, and if he 
received a satisfactory answer he cer- 
tainly did not want to vote for the 
reduction of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
salary. 


*Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) said he | 
had received a complaint of rather a | 


Sir F. Banbury. 
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serious kind from Grangemouth, an im- 
portant seaport in his constituency, the 
third in importance, as an export centre, 
in Scotland and the link between Glasgow 
on the West and the Eastern export and 
import trade. It had only reached him 
that morning, together with a sheaf of 
other complaints. He wished to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman why it was that the 
Post Office trunk exchange had been re- 
moved from Grangemouth to Falkirk. At 
Grangemouth a very large volume of busi- 
ness was being done, and this removal 
of the trunk exchange had very seriously 
dislocated business. The merchants had 
suffered very great delays, and he wished 
to know whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man would consent to restore the orivinal 
arrangement by which the trunk ex- 
change was located at Grangemouth, and 
also to accelerate the telephone service 
between Grangemouth, which was the 
eastern seaport of Glasgow, and Glasgow 
itself which financed the trade. The 
report he had received that morning was 
that the Grangemouth traders would not 
be content unless either they received a 
direct trunk service between Grangemouth 
and Glasgow, or a sufficient number of 
wires were placed solely at the disposal 
of the Grangemouth and Glasgow com- 
munity in regard to 
business. He would accentuate the claim 
they now made, by stating that the 
trade of Grangemouth, under the old 
arrangement, was very much facilitated. 
It was mainly with the Baltic States, 
Norway and Sweden, and was chiefly in 
timber and iron inwards and coal out- 
ward:, and the result of the dislocation 
of the telephone arrangements had been 
seriously to impede that trade. There 
had been considerable difficulty recently 
in conducting the important business 
with the Baltic provinces and the ine n- 
veniences were being felt more an{ moie 
daily. He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would give him an assurance that the 
trunk telephone exchange would be 
restored to Grangemouth, or at least that 
an equally rapid and efficient service 
would be provided at an early date. If 
he received that assurance he would not 
vote for the reduction of the salary of 
his right hon. friend, but otherwise he 
would be obliged to do so. Another 
subject to which he wished to call 
attention was the serious complaints of 


Grangemouth 





396 


| im- 
. the 
tre, 
OW 
and 
him 
uf of 
: the 
; the 
1 Te- 
At 
yusi- 
oval 
usly 
had 
shed 
itle- 
‘inal 
eX- 
and 
vice 
the 
TOW 
The 
was 
not 
da 
uth 
of 
sal 
ym- 
uth 
um 
the 
old 
od. 
tes, 
7 in 
sUL- 
ion 
een 
ere 
tly 
ess 
mn- 
o1e 
lan 
the 
be 
hat 
ice 
lf 
not 
of 
he 
ler 
‘all 
of 





397 Supply. 
traders that deliveries -were irregular | 
and not sufficiently numerous. He hoped | 


the right hon. Gentleman would pay 
attention to those complaints. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said he cordially supported his 
hon. friend’s proposal. He did  not' 
know that he could congratulate the 
Postmaster-General so cordially upon 
the support he was receiving from the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the City of | 
London, who evidently thought that 
the chief object of Imperial revenue was 
that it should be spent in London or 
its immediate vicinity. Telegraphic com- 
munications in Scotland seemed to be 
looked upon with perfect indifference by 
the hon. Baronet, but they were, neverthe- 
less, of some importance to the industrial 
communities on the East Coast of Scotland. 
The North of England towns had been 
well linked up with the underground 
telegraphic system, and it was a matter 
of congratulation that Glasgow had been 
joined up. The slowness of the means 
adopted to link up Edinburgh with the 
underground telegraphic ‘system fully de- 
served the criticisms which had been made 
upon it, because the delay was intolerable. 
The clmate of Scotland was a good 
deal worse than the climate of England in | 
regard to the subject they were discussing. 
It was the snow falling in a certain | 
condition which clung to the wires and | 
broke them down, and Scotland had to | 
suffer in that way. From the point of 


view of the business community this | 
matter was urgent. It was not only 
Edinburgh but the great commercial 


districts of Fife, Dundee, and Aberdeen 
which were concerned, because they 
were all cut off sometimes for days from 
the rest of the world by the breaking 
down of telegraphic communication. It 
was always possible for England and 
Ireland to get a million or so for any- 
thing of importance, and it was not right 
that Scotland should be starved in this 
way year after year. The limit of their , 
patience had now been reached on this 
matter. They were not urging a retro- 
grade policy, and he trusted the right 
hon. Gentleman would bring the tele- 
graphic communications with Scotland | 
up to the same level as the rest of the | 
work over which he presided. 
VOL. CLXXIV. [FourtH Series. ] 
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Sir GILBERT PARKER hoped it 


was not too late to congratulate the 
right hon. Gentleman upon the im- 
provement she had made in the means of 
communication between this country and 
Canada in regard to the postal service. 
He felt that the right hon. Gentleman 
deserved the greatest credit in this matter, 


because previous Postmasters-General 
had always adopted an adamantine 
attitude towards the efforts other 


Members and himself had made to 
reduce the postage rate to Canada, the 
excuse being that it would involve an 
immense loss to the Postal Department. 
He was glad to hear the right hon. Gentle- 
man state that he did not think there 
would be any great loss on account 
of this concessioi1. He strongly held 
that the Postal Department ought 
not to be considered the milch cow 
that it was; the amount of money 
paid over to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was out of all reason. The 
reason they had not had proper reforms 
in the past except at the point of the 
bayonet was that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer demanded every year 
£3,000,000 or £4,000,000 from the De- 
partment. His hon. friend had spoken 
of the typists employed at 18s. a week 
in the General Post Office. Three years 
ago the hon. Member for Canterbury and 
others on both sides of the House 
urged that such a salary was absolutely 
inadequate. Anyone who knew what it 
cost to live in London knew that 18s. a 
week would not supply any girl with a 
decent living. She must live with her 
parents or be a burden upon her relatives, 
and she had to face actual starvation or 
temptations to something much worse. 
The right hon. Gentleman handed over 
£4,000,000 a year of profits to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and yet he 


| declined to give these typists an increase 


in their wages. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I do not 


decline. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER said he was 
glad to hear that statement from the 
right hon. Gentleman, because they had 
been for a long time urging that the 
Postmaster-General should give better 
wages to the female workers. The 


P 
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difference between the male and the 
female workers in regard to wages was 
very great. It had been urged by the 
hon. Member for Canterbury that the only 
way to get a proper and efficient service 
and proper pay well balanced was not by 
the efforts of trade unions and associa- 
tions, but by the boards which he 


Supply. 
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had suggested. Labour Members knew 


that, because whilst they were able “a 


their unions to gain advantages for one 
particular section of post office employees 
they did not gain them for another section. 
The difficulties attaching to this matter 
of salaries was one that should not | 
be borne by the Postmaster - General. 
The pressure that used to be brought upon 
Members of the House had not been so 
much exercised since the attempt had 
been made to bring the associations into 
closer relation with the Department itself, 
but in the past attempts at pressure had 
been made which practically amounted | 
to blackmail, and they had made some | 
hon. Members who had supported the | 
cause of the employees extremely angry. | 
Whilst such Members had voted for | 
all just claims they had opposed and | 
resented the attempts made to compel | 
them to intervene in regard to these | 
matters. He honestly thought we should | 
never have a really first-class postal 
service with all the improvements due 
to them until Pariament had reduced the 
amount which the Department paid over 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and had relieved the Postmaster-General 





| 
| 
| 
| 


of the duty of acting as the final 
judge and arbiter in the case of| 
salaries. When that had been done | 


they would arrive at a condition of | 
things which would make the Post Office | 
the best Department in the world. Our | 
police and postal service was universally | 
acknowledged to be excellent. In every | 
other respect we were in the van of 
progress and the Postal Department 
should not lag behind. In regard to 
the arrangement made with the trade asso- 
ciation, difficulties would arise, because 
they would bring pressure to bear 
in certain directions to achieve certain 
reforms only; that would cause rivalry 
and jealousy in other directions and 
they would never have any uniform 
system. The system of dealing with 
salaries ought to be kept uniform by a 
board free from all political considera- | 


Sir Gilbert Parker. 
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tions. The right hon. Gentleman had 
pointed out that they had 200,000 em- 
ployees in the Post Office and 150,000 
of them were critics. He supposed the 
other 50,000 were ladies, and he 
asked whether the reason the wages 
of female employees were not raised was 
that they did not criticise. With 
regard to the telephone service he had to 
pay £17 10s. a year and £1 10s. deposit, 
together with an extra charge of 6d. on his 
messages for a private telephone. That 
was out of all proportion to the proper 
expenditure. The Postmaster-General 
would say that he could not alter it because 
it would be impossible to make the tele- 
phone service pay. At the beginning of 
a great service there must be a certain 
amount of loss. The service had first 
to be built up before the return could be 
expected from it which they ought to get. 
If a certain amount of the money which 
was given to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer were devoted for the time being 
to the relief of the telephone service he 
believed the Postmaster-General would 
get a larger revenue in the end. While 
the Department was one of which the 
country might well be proud, it was 
a Department in which reforms were as 
necessary now as when his hon. friend 
the Member for Canterbury commenced 
his campaign twenty years ago. If the 
Postmaster-General would throw off 
the shackles of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in this case, und it could be 
done—{[An Hon. Memper: What about 
about old-age pensions?] If they 
were depending on this Department for 
old-age pensions they might get them, 
but the wages of the people they wished 
to benefit would not increase in proportion 
to the cost of living in the country. 


Mr. SEDDON (Lancashire, Newton) 
said he did not rise as a critic of the 
right hon. Gentleman, but to pay him a 
personal tribute for the public spirit 
which he had brought into his great 
Department. Last year he raised the 
question of the wages paid to the mail 
cart drivers, and he was glad to learn that 
the Postmaster-General had given his 
attention to it. In some directions he 
had considerably increased the wages 
and improved the conditions of the 
drivers. He wished, if possible, to acceler- 
ate the speed and widen the field of the 
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right hon. Gentleman’s activity. It was | 
perfectly true that many of the mail | 
drivers in this country were paid scan- 
dalous wages. He would personally wish 
that the Post Office would undertake its 
own mail van work, and not give it to 
private contractors, but pending that 
time, which he hoped was not far distant, 
he would ask the Postmaster-General 
whether it was possible for him to 
make inquiry in the provinces on the | 
lines which he had so_ successfully | 
followed in the Metropolitan area, in 
order to find out the wages paid to the 
mail drivers. He had had several cases 
brought to his own knowledge where the 
hours were intolerably long and the 
wages scandalous, something like 24d. 
per hour. That was the pay of some of 
the drivers who had to stand all the | 
inclement weather. He asked whether 
the Postmaster-General could secure a 
return of the wages and conditions of 
the men engaged in the mail van service. 
He was glad to find himself in opposition 
to the hon. Baronet the Member for the 
City of London. He was beginning to 
think that it was a virtue to be opposed 
to anything which the hon. Baronet | 
supported. The hon. Baronet had stated | 
in the course of his remarks that the | 


revenue of the country depended to | 
some extent on the income and_ the} 
profits of the Post Office. He agreed. 
But the hon. Baronet went on to say 
that the Postmaster-General must exer- | 
cise great care, because he had found 
that an increase of wages in one direction 
had arisen 
another. He himself believed that that 
increase had been warranted. It had 
been granted by the Postmaster-General 
to some extent to remove a grievance 
in the Department over which he presided. 


He would like to call the right hon. | 


Gentleman’s attention to another ques- | 
tion which might mean another outlay | 
which would approximate more to justice 
than the present conditions. In Liver- 
pool, in connection with the telegraph 
office, he was informed on very good 
authority that there were a large number | 
of temporary clerks employed alongside | 
a number of permanent clerks. There | 
was also a considerable amount of over- | 
time worked by those permanently | 
engaged. 


Surely by a little arrange- | 
ment those who were temporarily em- | 
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in the postal service. 


‘contributed to the 


owing to an increase in | 
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ployed might, at least in some cases, be 
put on the permanent staff by removing 
the overtime, and thus avoiding the 
insecurity of those who were not now 
on the permanent staff. In the labour 
world there was nothing more depressing 
than the feeling of uncertainty, and many 
of these temporary clerks did not know 
the length of time they. would be occupied 
He was told that 
it figured out at about eight months 
in the year, and that.theyother four 
months were a period of uncertainty. 
It was reasonable to suppose that the 
four months might mean a period of 
privation as well. He asked the right 
hon. Gentleman to exercise his good 
offices in making an inquiry into this 
question at Liverpool, so that some of 
the temporary clerks might be put on the 
permanent staff. He was glad that his 
hon. friend had raised the question of 
the female typists. He did not think 
there was any man who would sup- 
port sweating in connection with female 
labour, and especially the miserable 
wage paid to the typists. It was 
impossible for a female to live in 
London, Liverpool, or other large 
centre on 18s. a week. She might be 
living at home, and in that case 18s. 
family exchequer 
would help the family to live somewhat 
decently ; but if she was compelled, as 
she sometimes was, under the Post Office 
conditions, to remove to another office, 
she might be taken from the home circle 
to live in London. It was impossible 
to live on 18s. a week in any of the large 
cities, and he was sure that the Post- 
master-General would be doing a real 
public service if he gave these females 
a standard living wage, and reduced 
the disproportion as regarded pay be- 
tween males and females. There was 
not a very great difference in the work 
they did, and that being so, he thought 


'the Postmaster-General in the interest 
| of justice should bring the salaries into 


some more even relationship than 


existed at the present time. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) said 
the question of providing underground 
wires in Scotland was a very serious one. 
He reminded the Committee that at the 
end of last year there was a severe 
snowstorm in the North of Scotland, and 
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that for three days owing to the break- 
down of the telegraph wires the city of 
Aberdeen was shut off from the rest of 
the world. That was a great calamity. 
He did not say that it was a calamity for 
Aberdeen to be shut off from the rest of 
the world, but it was a serious calamity 
for the rest of the world to be shut off 
from Aberdeen. Aberdeen was the second 
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largest centre of the fishing industry in | 


the Kingdom, and that industry was to a 
large extent dependent on the telegraph. 
The city was also an important tele- 
graphic centre. It might be said that 
such a snowstorm would not occur again. 
He was not sure about that. He believed 
that the weather went in cycles. 
so in the time of Pharaoh and it might do 
SO again. There might be a cycle of bad 


winters, and it was very important that | 


something should be done to prevent the 
interruption of telegraphic communica- 
tion. 
exceedingly kind to Aberdeen. He 
acknowledged that frankly. The right 
hon. Gentleman went down there recently 
znd opened a new post office. He 
believed that Aberdeen intended to get 
something out of him when he was there, 
but somehow or other that had fallen 
through. 
Postmaster-General’s charm of manner or 
to the Highland hospitality with which 


he was welcomed and the desire not to | 
take advantage of a guest he could not | 


say, but the right hon. Gentleman yot 
away and nothing had been done. He 
knew that the right hon. 
would plead impecuniosity. That was 
always the plea of Ministers on these 
occasions. If he was going to extend the 
underground wires to Edinburgh, why 


could he not leave out the connection and | 


begin at Aberdeen, extending the wire 
southwards ¢ 


northern part between Aberdeen and 
Dundee or Edinburgh. He urged that if 
more money could not be got to extend 
the lines more rapidly from the south, the 
work should be done from the north. 


*Mr. WILKIE (Dundee) thanked the 
Postmaster-General for his action in 
meeting the representatives of the 
workers’ organisations. He did not share 
the views which had been expressed 
in some quarters as to the trouble which | 


Mr. Crombie. 
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| the right hon. Gentleman would get 


It did | 


The Postmaster-General had been | 


Whether that was due to the | 


Gentleman | 


The part of Scotland most | 
likely to be disturbed by storms was the | 
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/into in future by simply following the 
'example of most large employers of 
|labour. The fact that the employees 
| knew that they could approach the right 
i hon. Gentleman would tend to do away 
| with a considerable number of complaints, 
| The treatment of the boys who entered 
| the Post Office service had been a great 
grievance for a considerable time. He 
| did not think the present method was 
| satisfactory. There seemed to be a 
| desire to force the lads into the Army. 
| If the Army was to be recruited it would 
not be done by this method. These 
lads were above the average in education, 
and he thought that other methods 
should be adopted to secure recruits, 
As to the suggestion that a ‘ Public 
Service Board” sould be instituted, 
that would require to b> very carefully 
consilered. It was a _ very large 
question which would affect the civil 
servants from the highest to the lowest 
grade ; and it might cut 1a a way which 
vas not anticipated by the hon. Members 
who had made it. There was a grievance 
in regard to the telegraph employees in 
| Dundee; it was an entirely local griev- 
}ance, and he hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would see his way to meet 
the wishes of the telegraphists in that 
|city. There was another matter which 
he wished to bring before the right hon. 
Gentleman in regard to the postal rates 
‘charged for periodicals, which affected 
| particularly the industrial class. These 
rates were much higher than those charged 
for society journals and other papers 
of a so-called higher class, and certainly 
for periodicals which were of much greater 
weight and bulk. He did not know 
whether that was according to law or 
not; but, if it was, a small Bill should 
be introduced to remedy that grievance. 
Then there was the question affecting 
|his constituency in connection with 
ithe underground telegraph wires. A 
| deputation had recent'y waited on the 
| Postmaster-General. Th y complained 
|that while the right hon. Gentleman 
| had complied with the demands of 
| Glasgow and Edinburgh he had left 
|such important cities as Dundee and 
Aberdeen and the whole of the North 
of Scotland out of account. The 
deputation had received no satisfaction. 
Since then he had visited Dundee 
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in reference to the matter, and had 
had interviews with the representatives 
of the public and the chamber of 
commerce and many business men in the 
city, who were very greatly dissatisfied 
with the reply which the Postmaster- 
General had given to the deputation. 
They thought that the extension of the 
underground wire to Dundee and the 
North might be greatly accelerated. 
In his reply to the deputation, the 
Postmaster-General stated that a storm 
such as that which had broken all 
communication with the North in 


January last did not often occur. 
If the right hon. Gentleman could 


guarantee that such another storm would 
not occur until he had these lines under- 
ground, they would not press him; but 
the right hon. Gentleman could not give 
that guarantee, therefore he thought that 
the business communities of Dundee 
and Aberdeen should be served at once 
by underground telegraphic lines so that 
the whole business of the east coast of 
Scotland should not be interrupted. 


*Mr. WILES (Islington, 8.) believed 
there were from 8,000 to 10,000 men 
who hal se ved in the Army or Navy 
who had an engagement in the 
postal service. He thought that when 
these men were taken into the Post Office 
service they should be allowed to count 
for pension their seven years service in the 
Army or Navy. Let them take the case 


now 


of a young man eighteen years of 
age —— 
THe DEPUTY-CAAIRMAN pointed 


out that the question of pensions was a 
matter of legislation and could not be 
discussed under this Vote. 


*Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.) said he | 
desired to draw the attention of the | 


Postmaster- General to three points, 
namely, the wages of the Post Office 
employees, the creation of a privileged 
class of wo kmen at Moznt Pleasant, 
London, and the question of the wages 
of the mail drivers. Th>* minimum 
wige of letter carries in London 
was only 20s. per week and rose only to 
34s. after long service, s» that the con- 
ditions of employment did not compare 
favourably with those in other spheres of 
industry. It must be remembered that 
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|the great bulk of those men were 
married, and even when they attained 
| to 34s. a week that was hardly enough to 
keep a man and his family. Last year 
he had raised the question in respect to 
the joinery department at Mount 
Pleasant. The conditions there were 
such that no trade unionist could apply 
for work at all unless he cared to drop 
out of his union. They were just 
as much entitled to be paid the same 
rates for employment under the State 
as those paid to the privileged classes 
|in this Department, and until the 
conditions of employment were altered 
there would be great discontent. As to 
the case of the mail van drivers the 
hon. Baronet the jusior Member fo: the 
City had said that on every occasion 
| the lowest tender for the contract should 
be accepted, but he submitted that 
that led to sweating. He did not know 
| of any men in private employ who were 
so badly paid as the mail van drivers, 
and he supposed that that was because 
'the Post Office Department did accept 
the lowest tender. The best way would 
be for the Post Office themselves to 
undertake the work of the carriage 
of the mails from the post office to 
the railway stations and other district; 
and not by means of contractors. Mention 
had been made of the crea:ion of a board 
in Australia to consider all these questions 
of wages. That Civil Service Board in 
Australia had wor ed very beneficially 
for the employees as well as for the 
Government. Australia, however, was a 
new country and this was an old country, 
and the only means the workers had to 
bring pressure to get justice for them- 
selves was through the trade unions, 
and the Postmaster-General had met 
them in the readiest manner and allowed 
them to state their case directly through 
their representatives. Before the question 
'of a Civil Service Board to consider 
wages was adopted, he would prefer 
| that some longer period of trial should 
| be given the new conditions. 


*Mr. STAVELEY-HILL (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford) called attention to the 
condition of the post office at Old Hill, 
South Staffordshire, and to the method 
| of inspection of post offices generally. The 
| right hon. Gentleman had informed him 
| that he had had this post office inspected 
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having reference to the complaints | Columbia for 1d., but if it was stopped on 


which had reached him as to the inade- 
quate accommodation it afforded for such 
a large district. No doubt the inspection 
had taken place, but he wanted to know 
the views of the inspector. He was in 


this post office last Saturday and saw | 
how inadequate the accommodation was, | 


as more than four fully grown people 
could not stand at the 
ono time. It was true that there were 


two sub-post offices, but they were such a | 


distance from the main office as to be of 
very little use. There was no desire on 
the part of those who had petitioned the 
Postmaster-General to oust the present 
postmaster, but they asked that there 
should be a reconstruction of the building. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman would 
consent to receive a deputation of the 
inhabitants on the subject. 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) said it was 
perhaps unfortunate that so many sub- 
jects should be brought forward on the 
question of the reduction of the Post- 
master-General’s salary. He hoped that 
the right hon. Gentleman would not take 
it asa reflection upon himself as it was 
merely a way of raising those questions. 
The question of mail drivers had been 
before them for twenty years, and the 
right hon. Gentleman said he was not 
responsible as the work was done under 
contracts. They had all heard of these 
contracts and of conditions as to fair 
wages to the men. Surely the Post- 
master-General could see that these 
conditions were put in the contracts for 
carrying the mails. 
with the hon. Member who had spoken 
previously that the Post Office business 
ought not to be simply for money 
making. It ought to be carried on 
in the interests of the trade and of 
the social affairs of the United King- 
dom. He hoped the Postmaster-General 
would be able to do something in the 
direction of a universal penny post, 
and pointed out that, as far as they knew, 
the Imperial penny post had not been 
a loss at all. The present arrangements 
were perfectly ridiculous. One could 
send a letter to India and Australia and 
further still for 1ld., but to send one 
across the Channel from Dover to Calais 
cost 24d. One could send a lette 
across the United States to British 


Mr. Staveley-Hill. 


counter at | 


He quite agreed | 





| the way, say at New York, it cost 23d. In 
| reforming such anomalies as that he knew 
they would have no trouble with the 
Postmuster-General if it were not for the 
permanent officials who hampered and 
controlled him. [‘ Ok.”] Well, the 
Duke of Norfolk told the country that his 
| difficulty in carrying out any reform was 
|the power of the permanent officials, 
and if the present Postmaster-General 
did better than his predecessors they 
would be grateful indeed. The difficulty 
was to make these permanent officials 
recognise any merit outside their offices 
and outside themselves. Every reform 
had been driven into the Department from 
outside. They opposed in the first 
instance’ Rowland Hill’s penny postage. 
He believed the permanent officials 
hated like poison his hon. friend the 
Member for Canterbury, but if the Post- 
master-General had his own way he 
thougkt he would carry out what that 
hon. Member advocated. The City had 
recognised the services of his hon. friend 
by giving him its freedom in the usual 
gold box, and it was, after all, the City 
which benefited more by cheap and 
efficient posta] facilities than any other 
part of the United Kingdom. He hoped 
the Postmaster-General would overcome 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
would not be “bossed” by his per- 
manent officials. The more the right 
hon. Gentleman depended upon his own 
ability and knowledge the better it would 
be for the country in regird to the 
|postal service. If the Postmaster- 
General alone were concerned he did 
not think it would be long before 
we had universal penny postage. He 
wished to join with his colleagues in im- 
pressing upon the Postmaster-General 
the necessity in regard to the service with 
Scotland of having the wires placed 
underground. He supposed he would be 
told that the right hon. Gentleman had 
not got the money, but with a post 
office revenue of £2,405,000 from Scotiand 
and an expenditure of £1,981,000, which 
showed a profit of between £400,000 and 
£500,000 per annum, he had no business 
to use that profit elsewhere until he had 
put the Scottish telegraph, post, and 
telephone service in a proper efficient 
condition. It was no use for the 
Postmaster-General to say he could not 
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control the weather. It was his business 
to contro] it, and that was the reason 
why the reduction was moved in his 
salary. He trusted that the application 
made on behalf of Scotland would not be in 
vain. His concern was with a district two 
or three hundred miles further north, 
where the weather was more stormy, and 
his reason for having these wires in a 
proper and safe condition was stronger 
even than that of others who had spoken. 
His constituents were 700 miles away 
and could not come to the House and 
vatch their proceedings, they were 
dependent on the telegraph to take them 
the news, and therefore he trusted that not 
a moment would be lost in putting these 
matters right. He noticed in the Esti- 
mates that about £1,000 a year was spent 
on telegraph business in regard to race 
meetings, and he asked why the right 
hon. Gentleman was spending money 
on such a vice as racing, the ouly respect- 
able thing about which was the horse. 
He further complained that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not carried out the pro- 
mises made last year with regard to 
giving jarger facilities, both postal and 
telegraph, in country districts. With 
regard to Sutherlandshire, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in his Budget speech 
last year made a full statement about 
telegraphs and telephones and said 
he would give larger facilities, and 
that under ordinary. circumstances the 
Postmaster - General should guarantee 
two-thirds of the annnal cost. This 
telegraphic communication was very im- 
portant to a place like Sutherlandshire, 
which had to depend on the telegraph 
jor its markets. Last year he sent in a 
petition on behalf of the people living at 
Elphin asking for a telegraph service. 
The right hon. Gentleman promised to 
put up a wire and conduct the service if 
the people of the district guaranteed so 
much per annum, but refused himself to 
goon the guarantee promised by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer although 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
promised that the Postmaster-General 
should guarantee two-thirds of the loss 
(if any). With regard to the postal 
delivery, there were several places in 
Sutherlandshire which had only one de 
livery a week, and though the Postmaster- 
General had made considerable improve- 
ment in the postal facilities (for which 
he thanked him) by giving, in some 
cases, two deliveries a week, having regard 
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|to the promise that there should be a 


delivery at least three times a week, he 
contended the right hon. Gentleman had 
not gone far enough. In one particular 
case a most extracrdinary thing had 
happened. Up to a few weeks ago the 
people of a certain district had had a 
delivery three times a week, and they had 
now been knocked down to a delivery on 
the Saturday only. So that the promises 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had been in that case reversed. That 
was a matter he would send in to the 
Postmaster-General to inquire into. He 
did not apologise for occupying the time 
of the Committee ; it was the duty of 
Members of the House of Commons, 
before they granted supply, to ventilate 
their grievances and secure reforms. He 
reminded the Postmaster-General that 
fourteen months ago the Prime Minister 
promised to do everything he could to 
help the people to improve their country. 
The Prime Minister had on that occasion 
said that we ought “to colonise our 
own country.” He (Mr. Morton) had 
forgotten more about colonisation than 
many hon, Gentlemen ever knew; 
and he knew that the Canadian and 
United States Governments considered it 
their first duty when “colonising” to 
attend to postal facilities, telegraphs, 
and telephones. On one occasion when 
he was in a new settlement in America 
so anxious were the Canadian Govern- 
to assure the delivery of mails that they 
sent them on the back of an Indian, 
who walked into the settlement on snow 
shoes. He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to do everything in his 
power to carry out the promise of the 
Prime Minister to help the people to im- 
prove their own country and_ trade. 
While thanking the Postmaster-General 
for past favours, he hoped he would 
attend in the future to the important 
matters he had mentioned. 


CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing) said he regarded the permanent 
officials as a hard-working body, who 
paid close attention to their business, 
and for regularity and _ everything 
else they were unequalled by any 
other body of public servants; the 
Postmaster-General would be absolutely 
useless and incapable without the assist- 
ance of the permanent officials, who were 
acquainted with the work, and it was to 
them that the Postmaster-General, when 
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he was placed in office, must naturally 
look. He was always sorry to hear the 
permanent officials found fault with. 
They might think, at times, that they 
were hide-bound and stuck to red-tape, 
but he did not think for a moment that 
there ever entered their heads any 
thought save that which they believed to 
be entirely for the public good in the way 
of greater facilities. When he came into 
the House he was astonished to see his 
hon. friend the Member for the City of 
London on his legs and addressing the 
House, but he found him for once em- 
ployed on an excellent object, though he 
confessed he viewed with alarm the pros- 
pect he described as to the employment 
of old soldiers, and he was sure he might 
venture to say a few words in their 
behalf. The right hon. Gentleman could 
not in fact abrogate the arrangement 
made as to the employment of old soldiers, 
but he would not increase their number 
owing to the fact that the parents of the 
boys thought that they laboured under a 
grievance. He was very sorry indeed to 
hear that the right hon. Gentleman did 
not intend to increase the number of 
Reservists employed, because it had 
always been one of the difficulties 
in the service that men leaving it 
were not able to find employment, 
and he thought that a man who 
had served his country was entitled to 
greater consideration at the hands of the 
community than those who had not done 
so. He had no wish to labour the point, 
but he hoped that the right hon. Gen- 
tleman would see that in some people's 
minds at allevents the provision of em- 
ployment for men who had deserved 
well of their country was a very serious 
question, Only men who had excellent 
characters were eligible for this employ- 
ment, and it was hard that they should 
have so limited a door slammed in 
their face. With regard to the female 
typists in the Post Office, he did not 
believe that it was possible for a 
girl in that position to live in London 
on less than £1 a _ week, and he 
thought they should at least be on the 
watch in her behalf. Had anything been 
done in respect of the dining arrange- 
ments or getting food, except at their 
own expense or outside of the othiee 2? If 
no arrangements had been made, he 
thought some ought to be made. He 
did not think that these girls ever got 
their meals properly or comfortably. 
Colonel Lockwood, 
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bun and a glass of milk, not in the least 
wholesome for them, and they had no 
time to get their proper food. He trusted 
that, if it was not already the case, the 
Postmaster-General would be able to 
make such arrangements that they could 
get their food in the office, or in some 
room adjacent to the office—decent food, 
well cooked, and with an opportunity to 
eat it so that their health would not be 
affected. As regarded the question of 
the mail drivers, he hoped that the right 
hon. Gentleman would see his way, in 
the interests of man and horse, to supply- 
ing motor vans in the place of horse vans 
where practicable and possible. Another 
point to which he wished to call attention 
was the question of change given over 
the counter to the public. The point 
was whether, if a five-pound Lote was 
tendered at the post office, change could 
be obtained. 


Mr. SIDNEY BUXTON: Lam inguir- 
ing into that. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD said he would 
not in that case press the matter further, 
hut he would be glad of a reply about 
the boy messenger service. 

Mr. SIDNEY BUXTON: That is all 


arranged. 


Cotonen LOCKWOOD said the prin- 
cipal question he had raised was as to the 
employment of old soldiers and he hoped 
it would be seriously considered by the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Bath) said he would 
like to join in the commendation of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s policy with regard 
to the employees in the Post Office service. 
They found, as a result of it, that instead 
of a state of agitation, they had now 
something approaching content. With 
regard to one or two remarks which had 
been made as to serving the country, he 
pointed out that there were men who 
served it as efliciently and faithfully out- 
side the ranks as did those who were in 
the service; and it was not fair 
that, where men had been employed 
for a great number of years in the Post 
Ofiice, they should not bave, rightly and 
properly, the prometion which was due 
to them. He wished to draw attention 
to the inotlicient state of the post office in 
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High Street, Bath. A great amount of 
injury ani inconvenience was caused 
owing to the lack of public accommoda- 
tion. High Street was right in the 
centre of the city, and Bath was const unt'y 
full of visitors from all parts of the coun- 
try and many parts of the world, who 
wished to send telegrams, or money, or 
postal letters to great distances. They 
had to go to a sort of subterranean office 
which was off the High Street, and great 
inconvenience was experienced. The 
matter was ons of great importance 
to the city, and representations had been 
made over and over again by the 
chamber vf commerce and by the city 
corporation, expressing the earnest hope 
that the question would have the con- 
sideration which it really needed. One 
objection with which they were met 
was that there was not sufficient business 
done to justify an extension of facilities. 
He suggested, with all respect to the 
permanent officials who very largely con- 
trolled these matters, that they ought to 
look at them in a business-like way. A 
business man, when dealing with a subject 
of this kind, knew perfectly well that if he 
wanted an extension of business he 


ought to extend his premises. He was 
quite certain that if the authorities 


properly considered the urgent prayer 
of the petitions which had been sent up 
from time to time by the representative 
bodies of the city with regard to this 
matter the great public inconvenience 
complained of would be very speedily 
remedied. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON, who was 
indistinctly heard, was understood to 
say that the hon. Member for Canter- 
bury, as well as the hon. Member 
for Sutherland, had attacked the per- 
manent officials of the Post Office with 
some virulence. It had been his honour 
and pleasure to work with the permanent 
otticials at the Post Office for some time. 
He thought our public service was the 
highest in the civilised world, and there 
were no men in that service who were 


more anxious to do right than the 
permanent officials of the Post Office. 


lt was their duty, when suggestions were 
made, either from outside or from the 
Postmaster-General, to  ceriticise those 
proposals in order that it might be seen 
whether they would hold water. He 
might say frankly that some of his own 
proposals might have been criticised in the 
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initial stages, but he had welcomed that 
criticism. If, however, he had made up 
his mind to do a particular thing, though 
the officials might not agree with it, no 
one could give him greater assistance 
than they did in making it easy for him 
to earry his plan out. That was, he 
thought, the greatest compliment to 
them. <A permanent official ought first 
to criticise, and then, having criticised, 
to do his best to make the proposal a 
workable one for the benetit of the 
public. He had heard with great regret 
the words of the Members for Canterbury 
and Sutherlandshire. The hon. Member 
for Canterbury had compared our 1!’ost 
Office with that of France, which, it was 
said, always had a business man in 
connection with it, or at the head of it. 
All he could say was that he was glad he 
lived in a country—even if there was no 
business man in the Post Oftice—where 
they had rejoiced in penny postage fur 
sixty-six years, whereas it was only 
introduced in France last year. 


*Mr. HENNIKER HEATON said 
France had a penny post, but it was 
raised to pay the expenses of the War. 
He had the highest opinion of the per- 
manent officials and would not exchange 
them for any body of civil servants in the 
world. It was of the head of the Depart- 
ment in France that the had spoken. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that in 
reference to female typists, as a matter 
of fact, they were civil servants, and in 
that sense he had no control over them. 
There appeared to have been some 
mistake in regard to their rate of pay. 
It was true that these typists were paid 
18s. a week during the first year of their 
service, but they were working upon a 
scale under which their wages rose to 
19s. the next year, and an increase of 2s. 
a week every succeeding year until their 
wages reached 25s., and he thought hon. 
Members would agree with him that that 
was a very different thing from 18s. per 
week. He did make representations 
to the Treasury on receipt of a 
memorial from these typists, because 
it seemed to him that their case ought 
to be considered in order to ascer- 
tain whether their wages were or were 
not adequate. With regard to postal 
improvements, some hon. Members had 
gone so far as to say that the whole of 
the profits on the postal system ought to 
be spent upon improvements. He was 
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bound to say that he did not agree with 
that view. The Post Office had always 


exercised a double function from the | 


point of view of the revenue: (1) to add 
something to the Exchequer in relief of 


taxation elsewhere ; and (2) to provide a | 


certain amount to be spent every year in 
postal improvements. 


very liberal sum for various improvements 


by granting £350,000 a year extra out | 


of the revenue of the Post Office, and he 


considered that that was a very substan- | 


tial contribution to postal reform. [An 
Hon. Member: It ought to be double.] 
The hon. Member who made that inter- 
ruption could not be aware of the relations 
of the Treasury in regard to all the 
great spending departments. They were 
spending quite enough already, and if 
they had not the watch-dog of the 
Treasury to guard their expenditure he 
did not know what would happen. 
The hon. Member for Gravesend had 
alluded to his own private telephone, 
but it was a very long wire, and that was 
why he had to pay an additional sum. | 
He had settled the question of London | 
carmen, and any instances where the | 
carmen were not receiving suitable wages 
and whose hours were unduly long would 
certainly be inquired into. 


{COMMONS} 


He thought the | 
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|scale. With regard to the messengers, 
he felt that it was a real hardship 
that the boy messengers should come 
into the service anticipating permanent 
employment and then have to give up 
their service. In regard to the clothing 
contract, complaint had been made that 
he had not accepted the lowest tender in 
every case. Hon. Members must be 
aware that in the clothing trade there 
was a great deal of sweating, and if the 
lowest tender was always accepted the 
result would be that the employees 
| would not receive decent wages. An- 
other reason why he had not accepted 
the lowest tender in every case was that 
he had endeavoured to spread the tenders 
over a considerable number of contractors 
so that he might obtain some experience 
as to who were good and who were bad 
jemployers. The hon. Member for 
| Sutherlandshire had asked him a question 
telegraphic wires, 
but he wished to point out that he had 
endeavoured to meet the various sug- 
gestions he had made. In regard to the 
extension of telegraph lines in sparsely 
populated districts — such Suther- 
landshire, there must be dis- 
crimination where the capital outlay 
was out of all proportion to the 
general advantages of the locality. 


as 
some 


| He entirely appreciated the importance 


Mr. MORTON asked if it was provided 
in the contract that they should be paid 
a fair rate of wages ? 


of the matter to which his hon. friend 
from Scotland had drawn his attention. 


| It was a very serious thing that a town 


| of the size and importance of Aberdeen 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON replied that 
every contract contained a fair wages 
clause giving the right of inspection and 
general inquiry into the rate of wages. 


Mr. MORTON: Then they are 
breaking the contract if they are not 
paying fair wages ? 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Yes. The 
difficulty was that whilst they had a fair 
wages clause, there was no recognised 
rate of fair wages. With regard to the 
telephone system referred to by the hon. 
Member for Stirlingshire, he had had 
some communication with the National 
Telephone Company on the subject, and 
he would see what could be done to 
improve the service. The increases 
which had been referred to by the hon. 
Member for the City of London were 
only normal increases in the pay of 


{ 


should be practically cut off from tele- 
graphic communication for two or three 
days through a snowstorm. The only 
gratification he felt about the matter was 
that when the deputators came to see 
him about it, they admitted that the 
snowstorm in question was the most 
severe one for fifty years. He agreed 
with the hon. Member for Kincardineshire 
that it was an immense loss to the rest of 
the United Kingdom to have Aberdeen 
cut off for two or three days, but if it 
|only happened once in fifty years they 
would perhaps be able to bear it with 
|equanimity. Some hon. Members had 
gone further and suggested that he ought 
to control the weather in Scotland. Since 
he had been at the Post Oftice he had had 
a considerable number of daties imposed 
/ upon him, but he confessed that it was 
|rather beyond his power to control the 
weather in Scotland, and he hoped, if he 





Post Office servants according: to the} was unable to do it, he would not be 


Mr Sydney Buxton. 
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gers, blamed. He found that in the adminis- | have spread out spurs in various direc- 
iship tration of the Post Office he often got | tions. In the first place they wanted a 
0M6 praise for things for which he deserved | trunk line down to the south west and 
nent none and got blamed for things for! south in order to catch the cable connec- 
) up which he was not to blame. He read the | tions with the Continent, with India, with 
hing other day, for instance, that last Christ- the East, and with America, and prevent 
that mas the Christmas parcels were much storms breaking the communications. His 
or in better packed, and that it was due to the | hoa. friend the Member for Aberdeen had 

be new Postmaster-General. That was said that it would be a serious thing that 
here undue praise. It would be undue blame Dundee, which was interested in the jute 
the to blame him for not controlling the | trade, should not be able to communicate 
the weather in Scotland. ; with India. That was the strongest argu- 
yees | ment in favour of completing the under- 

An- TAN . zround wires to the south-west, where the 
ited Mr. MORTON: I did not meee cdian cable started, before laying them 
that that. Isuggested that by the expendi- to Dundee itself. Similar storms occurred 
lers ture of a sum of money you could control in South Wales, and, if there were no 
tors the weather by putting the wires under- | underground wires in the south-west, not 
nee ground. only Dundee but every other part of 
bad ‘the country might be in the position of 
for Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he having their communication with India 
‘On felt the importance of the matter, cut off for an appreciable time, whereas, 
res, but he wanted to point out two or/ under existing conditions, Dundee had 
had three considerations which he hoped | not been cut off from communication 
ug: would be appreciated, because they | with India. He thought his hon. friends 
the largely affected the question and his | from Scotland were too much inclined to 
ely power of dealing with it. ‘The system of | deal with the matter as a local question. 
1er- pitting telegraph wires underground | It was really not a local question at all. 
(dis- was a comparatively new one. It was It was far more important to the jute 
lay only in the last few years that they had | industry of Dundee than to the Devon- 
the discovered the paper insulator and that shire labourers that the underground 
ity. it had been really effective. When it | wires should be extended first to the 
nce was first done by gutta percha it was | south-west. The first thing to be done 
nd ineffective. This meant that there had | was to bring the underground communi- 
on. been delay in carrying out the under. cation in connection with the cables in 
wn ground wiring. Only a certain amount various parts of the country, and that 
en of the work could be carried out each | was what they had in hand at present. 
sle- year, in the first place because of the They had in hand a cable to Newcastle, 
ree expense, and, secondly, because of the and it was hoped, if not to complete it, 
nly difficulty of supervision. Already some- | at any rate nearly to complete the under- 
vas thing like £1,000,000 had been spent, and | ground cable from Edinburgh to Glasgow. 
36 by the end of this year £1,250,000 would | He was asked by one hon. friend why 
he have been spent in underground wires | they did not begin at the Edinburgh 
ost towards the completion of those parts, | end and by another why they did not 
ed the trunk and main wires, which were begin at the Aberdeen end. It was 
Ire already in hand. When they were com- difficult from these suggestions to find 

of pleted they would be able to turn their out which end to begin first. One reason 
en attention to other quarters of the country. why they would not be able to complete 

it It was a costly thing, however, to put in | the underground wire between Edinburgh 
ey underground wires, and it was not merely and Glasgow this year was that the 
ith a question of the initial cost. A consider- | Edinburgh Corporation had been very 
ad able outlay was involved in breakages obstructive in regard to way-leaves. 
ht which occurred from time to time, and They had very much delayed the work 
ce the return nothing like covered the | by refusing them liberty to go in the 
ad interest on the expenditure. Still, it was | direction they wanted. He hoped they 
ed a thing that ought to be done as a’ would be less obdurate in future. It was 
as national matter and done as rapidly as a case of a locality urging extension on 
he possible. What should be done was first the one hand and refusing facilities on 
he to have a complete trunk line from the other. He was afraid that all he 
be London to Glasgow, and then from it to | could say was that he fully appreciated 
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the importance of the particular pro- | 
posals that had been made. They had | 
certain schemes in hand and they had | 
a certain amount of money, £250,000 | 
this year, in order to carry them out. 
When these schemes were completed, 
other extensions would be proceeded with. | 
He would point out, however, that he 
had had representations made to him, not 
only from Dundee and Aberdeen, but | 
from other places, including Hull and 
Newcastle. Hull and Newcastle together 
had double the trade of Dundee and 
Aberdeen. It was a reason for giving 
considerable weight to their representa- 
tions. There was one thing to which he | 
did not think sufficient importance had 
been attached. His hon. friend had 
dwelt with particular persistency on a 
particular snowstorm in the north, and 
pointed out that the wires were broken 
down in consequence ; but his informa- 
tion was that what was even worse than 
that was a cyclone in the south when 
trees were blown down. He did not 
think, therefore, that they could dwell 
too much on the question of the weather, 
seeing that the wind storms in the south 
were quite as serious as the snowstorms 
in the north. He was afraid he could 
not promise any more than he said to the 
deputation, that Dundee and Aberdeen 
should receive full consideration when 
the other lines were completed. He 
hoped his hon. friends would feel that he 
had endeavoured to explain the matter 
as fully as he could; but if they still 
persisted in reducing his salary he would 
have to grin and bear it. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he had been asked to 
bring forward the question of newspaper 
postage. He did not think the Committee 
realised how anomalous and contradic- 
tory the position was at the present 
moment. He might sum it up by 
saying that journals which were pounds 
in weight, dear in price, and small 
in circulation, could be posted for a 
halfpenny, while many other journals, 
a tenth of the weight and size, were 
charged a penny. Personally he 
attached no blame to the Post Office in 
this matter. He would not have 
mentioned it but for the fact that urgent 
representations had been made to him 
from influential quarters. He would 
illustrate the present state of the law. 
Papers like the Graphic and the Ilus- 


Mr. Sydney Hurton. 
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trated London News which cost sixpence 
could be posted for a halfpenny, where- 
as the postage of the People’s Friend, a 
sheet an eighth ora tenth of the weight 
of the Field or any of the big sixpenny 
weeklies was a penny. ‘There were 
other journals with which he was 
connected which were subject to the 
same grievance. It appeared to him 
an extremely ridiculous position that 
a heavy and dear journal going to 
wealthy people should be charged 
only a halfpenny postage, while a small 
journal which was read by poor people 
was charged a penny postage. He 
had endeavoured to get at the principle 
underlying the postal charges in regard 
to this matter, but it was rather hard 
to discover. He understood that a 
certain proportion of what was called 
news matter must appear in the paper 
to entitle it to the halfpenny rate ; but it 
was rather difficult to know what the 
definition of news was, or what news was 
contained in some of the big weeklies, 
Those who, like himself, were connected 
with some journals were extremely 
grateful for the editorial assistance they 
got from the Post Office. Let the 
Committee take the case of the (ucen. 
It was a most admirable journal; it 
contained a description of the toilets 
of the ladies, the latest fashions, 
the names of those presented at Court, 
and the latest elegancies in chiffons from 
Paris—highly interesting he was sure to 
ladies, and also to the gentlemen who were 
proud of having fashionable ladies for 
their wives. He did not belong to either 
class, and he was unable to see what news 
the Queen contained. Then there were the 
Lady’s Pictorial and the Lady. Those 
papers were fashionable papers, full 
of fashicnable intelligence, und were 
taken by fashionable people. But 
if they took Tit-Bits and papers of the 
like kind he did not see why they should 
not be regarded as having news, and 
should be charged a penny instead of a 
halfpenny postage. But that was not the 
end of the contradictory rules of the 
Post Office, for some of these heavy and 
costly papers were allowed to have adver- 
tising insets. He maintained that the 
distinction made by the Post Office 
between papers and yperiodicals was 
founded on no sane or sound principle 
which could be defended. He had heen 
asked to bring in a bill on the subject. 
A ‘ter the experience he had had in piloting 
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the Musical Copyright Bill through the | 
House, he had made a vow that never | 
again would he embark on a career as a | 
legislator. He supposed, however, that | 
legislators were like lovers, entitled to | 
break their vows occasionally, and he | 
was quite ready to start legislation | 
again, but on one condition, viz., that | 
the Government should put on the | 
Committee all its forces. By a combina- | 
tion of that kind he believed that they | 
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with the extension of the underground 
line, and he hoped that he would give 
such a prom se: in regard to the matter 
as would induce his hon. friend to 
withdraw his Motion for the reduction 
of the Vote. 


Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth) referred 
to the breakdown of the service between 
San Francisco and New Zealand. That 
service was established fifty years ago, and 


might reach the desired eirenicon. He | was so successful that merchants at home 


asked his right hon. friend the Post- 
master-General as to whether they might 
have his assistance in this regard. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, FE.) said 
that the right hon. Gentleman had hardly 
heen fair to the Corporation of Edinburgh. 
So far as he understood, the complaint 
had really assumed very small propor- 
tions; but he thought that the Post 
Ottice was more to blame than the Cor- 
poration of Edinburgh. The point of 


| and abroad used it for their correspond- 
‘ence. ‘Three years ago the service which 
| formerly was monthly was improved to a 
| three-weekly service. In the month of 
| February last a notice had been put in 
| the Post Oftices all over the country that 
| letters to New Zealand should not be ad- 
dressed via New York and San Francisco 
| but via Suez Canal. He wished to ask 
| the right hon. Gentleman whether there 
| was any prospect of the old service being 
| re-established. 


eae | 
ditference was as to whether the concrete | 


pavement in Princes Street should be | 


torn up or the line zarried a few hundred 
vards further round by a side street. 
He would urge the claim 
hon. Members for constituencies further 
north than Edinburgh, in regard to the 


extension of the underground telegraph | 


system to Dundee and Aberdeen. He 
had the honour to introduce the depu- 
tation which waited upon the Post- 
master-General in regard to this matter. 


They were charmed by the right 
hon. Gentleman’s courtesy and sym- 


pathy, and the promises he had given 
them. The right hon. Gentleman indi- 


ated that it might be possible to expedite | 


‘he work out of savings; but they were 
anxious to have a more definite statement 
today from the right hon, Gentleman 
than he had hitherto given as to the 
immediate necessity of the execution of 


the extension of the underground tele- | 


graph system, at least, to Aberdeen. It 
had been said that the recent storm which 


caused so much destruction and inter- | 


rupted business so greatly, was greater 
than any which had occurred for fifty 


years. But storms were of very 
frequent occurrence along the Kast 


coast of Scotland, and caused great 
dislocation of business by the break-* 
ing down of overhead telegraph wires. 
He was sure that his right hon. 
friend did not minimise the necessity of 
proceeding with all possible despatch 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he could 
| give no information, because he had no 
| control over the service. 


made by | 


| Mr, FELL said the new service 
| had broken down completely. The old 
service was eight days shorter than the 
| route by which letters were now sent to 
| New Zealand, and fourteen days shorter 
| than the alternative route. Postal ser 
| vices all over the world were being 
shortened, and it was an anomaly that 
one of our principal Colonies should suffer 
‘from this retrograde measure. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said the hon. 
| Gentleman was not in order in taking 
|the line he was now doing, inasmuch 
}as the Postmaster-General disclaimed 
| responsibility. 
Mr. FELL said his complaint was that 
| the Postmaster-General did not foresee 
| this breakdown. 
| 

*THE CHAIRMAN : The Postmaster- 
General says he has nothing to do with 
it ; so the whole matter is out of order. 


*Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) 
said he desired to direct attention to 
the case of sub-postmasters in what were 
sometimes called shop post offices. In such 
places as he had in mind, namely, some 
of the watering-places on the Firth of 
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Clyde, and particularly one in his own 
constituency, very high rents were 
charged for very poor accommodation. 
The accommodation might be adequate 
at other times of the year, but in 
the summer months the great influx 
of summer visitors tended to upset all 
the post office arrangements, and the 
people employed in these sub-post cftices 
had to work from early morning till late 


at night for a remuneration which in his | 
opinion was utterly inadequate to the 


circumstances of the case. He under- 
stood that the case of the sub-postmasters 
was being considered by a Select Com- 
mittee, but having regard to the fact 
that this particular class were  es- 
pecially hard-worked during the sum- 
mer season in certain Scottish watering- 
places and were working under different 
conditions, he desired to direct special 
attention to theircase. He therefore took 
this opportunity of bringing it before 
his right hon. friend for favourable 
consideration. 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) 
referred to what he described as an ex- 
traordinary and wanton piece of red- 
tapeism on the part of the Postmaster- 
General. The right hon. Gentleman had 
enacted, for the first time, that, in order 
to be entitled to the halfpenny postage 
rate, trade orders must be written not, 
as at present, on a plain sheet of paper, 
but upon a printed form. He asked 
for an explanation of what seemed to 
him to be an unreasonable and inde- 
fensible change, which _ prejudicially 
affected an enormous number of small 
traders throughout the country. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lan- 
arkshire, N.W.) said he associated himself 
with what had fallen from the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Edinburgh. With regard to 
the underground wires to Edinburgh, he 
was extremely disappointed that the 
right hon. Gentleman had not seen his 
way to give more practical sympathy 
to the hon. Member who moved 
the reduction. No doubt it was 
a question of money, but if it had been 
an Irish matter instead of a Scottish 
matter, in all probability the money 
would have been forthcoming. If Scots- 
men were not so out-spoken as hon. 
Members representing the sister isle, it 
was no reason why they shoud not be 
treated fairly in these matters. He hoped | 

Mr. J. D. White. 
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the right hon. Gentleman would be able 
to inform the Committee when he antici- 
pated that the underground wires would 
be completed between Glasgow and Edin. 
burgh. He trusted that the Postmaster- 
General would give them an assurance 
that the question of subsidy to the West 
India mail service would be considered in 
a practical and sympathetic spirit. The 
telegraphic service to the West Indies 
was at present conducted by a ¢able 
partly foreign, telegrams from Trinidad 
to Demerara having to pass by the 
West India and Panama Company’s 
line through Cuba up to Key West. 
There was a proposal for an exten- 
sion of the British cable, the Halifax, 
Bermuda, and Jamaica route, which would 
give an all British communication. The 
connection between this country and 
Demerara was often interrupted, and in 
the interest of British Guiana it was im 
portant that knowledge of the state of 
the markets in London and New York 
should be at all times available, which it 
was not under existing circumstances, 
and he hoped the Postmaster-General 
would consider with a sympathctic spirit 
the extension of the all British cable 
from Halifax to Trinidad. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
acknowledged the services of the hon. 
Member for Canterbury in connection 
with postal reform, and complimented 
the Postmaster-General upon the cour- 
teous and energetic attention he gave to 
all administrative matters brought to his 
notice. He could not say the same of 
permanent officials at a distance from 
headquarters, and he complained that in 
the Highlands too much attention was 
given to representations of landlords and 
sporting tenants, those officials taking the 
information from them instead of from the 
people and local representatives of the 
people. He trusted the right hon. Gentle- 
man, on further inquiry in those matters 
which he now had in hand, would consider 
the wants of the people first and those of 
the landlords and sporting tenants second. 
He thanked the Postmaster-General for 
carrying out the simplification of with- 
drawals by depositors in Post Office 
banks—a great advantage to depositors 
and a saving of official clerical work. He 


| directed attention to the practice of 


postmasters in country districts of ap- 
pointing girl telegraphists. In the 
great central districts these places are 
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filled by competitive examination, but | 
in tho country districts the postmaster 
was in the habit of putting in whoever 
he chose; he might put in his own | 
daughter or some relative, or if he were 
a bachelor, what was more natural than 
he should put in, say, the younger 
sister of his fiancée. Again he urged 
that a better steamer service should 
be provided for conveyance of the 
Stornoway mails. This was an old 
grievance. The Stornoway mails for 
many years had been carried by an 
old steamship that had been subsidised | 
to carry these mails between Kyle and 
Stornoway. The service was inadequate | 
and for many years past a better steamer | 
had been asked for. Years ago they had 
been told that the correspondence and 
parcels dealt with by tkis service were | 
not suflicient to warrant the postal | 
authorities in paying an extra £1,200 or 
£1,500 a year. The number of letters 
and parcels had, however, trebled in the 
last few years and he trusted, therefore, | 
that the right hon. Gentleman would | 
approach the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
and get the additional money, or take 
it out of his balance before he handed it 
over to the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


*Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing) said 
that he recognised the unfailing courtesy 
of the Postmaster-General in dealing with 
the complaints which had arisen during 
the past official year in the Ealing 
Division, but there was one subject 
which was a most pressing and urgent 
one and upon which there was in the 
borough of Ealing a_ strong feeling. 
In population and importance it should 
have better postal facilities and not be | 
subjected to the delay caused by mails | 
being distributed from Paddington, and 
continue to be a sub-oftice to that district. 
Letters posted in the division for delivery 
in the neighbourhood were sent up to 
Paddington only to be there sorted and 
returned. This was the cause of con- 
siderable delay and inconvenience and 
created much dissatisfaction in this dis- 
trict. He hoped that the subject would | 
receive the sympathetic consideration of 
the right hon. Gentlemen. He also 
called attention to the delays that | 
arose in consequence of the arbitrary 
division of the north and north-west 
London districts. If the hon. Member 
for the Scotland Division was bold | 
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enough, with his past experience, to 
embark upon the promotion of fresh 
legislation and to deal with newspaper- 
postage anomalies there were other sub- 
jects which deserved his consideration, 
but he would suggest to the Postmaster- 
General that he should himself introduce 
a Bill on postal matters and require 
that all letters of a certain. class 
should have the name and address of 
the sender upon the envelopes. Profes- 
sional money-lenders sent out letters in 
every conceivable form, so that one would 
think that one was receiving an invitation 
to a social at home, and some of them 
bore crests or other marks, all being 
clothed in a style which compelled one’s 
attention. On opening those communica- 
tions one found that they contained a 
most seductive circular offering aid to 
anyone in temporary difficulties on 
exceptional terms. If the Postmaster- 
General could see his way to com- 
pelling these gentlemen to put their 
names and addresses on the envelopes, 
they would all go direct into the waste- 
paper basket, as they deserved to do. 
Another class were the betting fraternity, 
whose communications might be similarly 
distinguished. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
asked if any reduction was contemplated 
in the telegraph rates to India. As he 
understood, three or four years ago it was 
decided that the reductions then made 
were to last for two years longer. 
As the matter was one of very great im- 
portance, if the right hon. Gentleman could 
see his way to give them any information 
it would be very acceptable, because speedy 
and cheap communication with India was a 
necessity and at the present moment the 
necessity was more evident than usual. 
Another question was this. He found 
that there was great difficulty in getting 
communication in Africa to Blantyre. 
Frequently the wires were down for 
between a week and a fortnight. He did 
not know how far this was under the 
right hon. Gentleman’s control. He 
believed the line was the property of 
the British South Africa Company, and 
no doubt there were great difticulties 
with the line towards Nyassa Land. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman would 
be able to give him some information, as 
the matter was of importance to a good 
many people. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said _ with 


regard to the last two questions it 
was not a matter for the Post Ottice, 
and the same answer really applied 
to one or two other questions which 
had been raised. In regard to the 
Colonial service he very much regretted 
what had occurred. ‘They were now in 
negotiation with the Treasury and the 
Royal Mail Company, and he hoped that 
they would be able to come to some ar- 
rangement with regard to that important 
service. ‘There was a very considerable 
grievance as to the way in which that 
service had been conducted, He had been 
asked about the Cable Company ; that 
again was a matter over which he had no 
control. The hon. Member for Ealing 
had asked him a question about the 
Ealing Office. It was very much a 
matter of jealousy, a matter of rivalry 
in the district, and he was afraid that 
under the circumstances he could hold 
out no hope, but he would take the Ealing 
case into consideration. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Ealing had asked him about certain 
classes of letters and circulars which were 
sent through the Post. A number of 
concessions had been made in regard 
to the quantity and variety of documents 
which might be sent through the post, 
and the number of letters and circulars 
sent had greatly increased. In connec- 
tion with the particular form of letter to 
which the hon. Member referred, it would 
be very difficult to detect, and though the 
suggestion of the hon. Gentleman might 
be possible in some cases yet it might 
give rise to some disadvantage. I ooking 
at the matter all round he did not think 
that there was cause for complaint because 
generally there had been a considerable 
extension of the documents that could be 
sent through the halfpenny post. He 
would keep the matter under his considera- 
tion as he would like to give a little 
more attention to it, but at the present 
moment his view was that the concessions 
which had been made were too important 
to be withdrawn. He was quite prepared 
to look into the matter again; but he 
could see the ditticulty in which it would 
place a number of persons. The hon. 
Member for Ross-shire had addressed to 
hima question ahout the telegraphic with- 
drawals from the Savings Bank, and he 
was glad to see that it had not led to | 
fraud. As far as he could recollect 
there had been scarcely a case in which 
there had been fraudulent appropriation, 
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jand he thought that the plan was 
|a yreat success. As regarded the 
question of the learners he quite 
agreed that the system of minimising 
nominations should continue. With 
regard to Stornoway his recollection 
about that was vague. 


Mr. WEIR said the postal business at 
Stornaway had increased during the last 
few years. The population of the island 
was 31 ,000, and they wanted very badly 
indeed a lar ger subsidy in order that a 
better steamer might be provided for the 
service. 


BUXTON said he 


and he would see 


Mr. SIDNEY 
recollected the fact, 


what could be done with regard to 
Stornoway. In reference to the point 


raised by his hon. frieid the Mem- 
ber for Inverness Burghs, all he could 
say with reference to it was that 
they were pressing on with the money 
at their disposal as rapidly as they 
could, on the system to which he had 
referred. That must be completed first 
before they could decide what would 
be the next step to take. He could 
assure the hon. Gentleman that the 
Aberdeen line and the other lines would 
certainly be treated with the utmost 
possible consideration. He quite appre- 
ciated the great importance of those 
towns and the great commercial 
disadvantages to which they were subject, 
in consequence not only of big storms, 
but of the other causes to which his 
hon. friend had referred. They were 
not negotiating with regard to Indian 
telegraph rates. His hon. friend knew 
that a few years ago there was a very 
considerable reduction of rates, and these 
were public companies over which he had 
‘no control. His hon. friend for the 
Scotland division had raised a_ very 
important point. He had said that the 
present state of the newspaper law was 
chaotic. He wanted to point out to him 
that the circumstances to which he re- 
| ferred were not under his control at all. 
They all came under the Act of 1870, 
| which was passed at the instigation of the 
newspaper proprietors at the time. He 
‘could only say that he was not prepared 
to introduce legislation with regard to it. 
| He thought his hon. friend would under- 
| stand that he could not make any promise 
/on behalf of the Government; to add 
| to the number of Bills, seeing that they 
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had already had two all-night sittings on 
a Bill of the hon. Gentleman, would be 
a very risky thing to do. 


And, it being a quarter past Eight of 
the clock, and there being Private Busi- 
ness set down by direction of the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means under Standing 
Order No. 8, further Proceeding was 
postponed without Question put. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY) BILL [By ORDER]. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time. 


Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) 
moved that the Bill be read a second 
time that day six months. If the powers 
which were given by the Bill were carried 
out at all it would result in the very 
worst form of municipal trading. It 
practically extinguished private enterprise 
and the wholesome competition which 
tended to economy and efficiency over a 
very large area. ‘the Bill would establish 
a statutory monopoly over an area of 
some 700 square miles, including not 
only the county of London, but parts of 
Essex, Kent, Surrey, and Middlesex. 
Over the whole of this vast district private 
enterprise in the supply of electricity 
would be entirely extinguished, with the 
exception of two enterprises which were 
expressly excepted—the municipal elec- 
tric supplies of Marylebone and Woolwich, 
which had presumably been excluded 
because those enterprises were in a bad 
way. They all agreed that the position 
of the Metropolis was not at all up-to- 
date, although he did not think this 
sill was the right way to remedy 
that condition of affairs. The present 
position was established by the Elec- 
tric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
under which some fifty independent 
generating stations and systems were set 
up on a comparatively small scale and 
applying 
Since the establishment of the fifty exist- 


{9 May 1907} 


(Electric Supply) Bill. 430 
cheaply and efficiently by small enter- 
prises over small areas. It was now 
possible with the improvements that had 
taken place in electrical engineering and 
science to provide electricity over a large 
area very cheaply indeed, and he believed 
it could be provided at considerably less 
than a penny per unit. He thought they 
were agreed that there must be some 
kind of control over the enterprises set 
up, and that for the metropolitan area 
the London County Council should be 
the controlling authority. The Select 
Committee which sat last year recom- 
mended, in Clause 18 of their Report, 
that the County Council should be the 
authority. The Committee added— 
“The Committee have in view the fact that 
the County Council, as this authority, may 


| exerci-e its powers in more than one way :- 


to comparatively small areas. | 


ing enterprises the demand not only for | 


supply in balk on a large scale, but for 
other supplies, had become so great that 
those tifty enterprises had been for a long 
time incapable of meeting anything like 
a popular demand, It could not be done 
VOL. CLXXIV. [Fourtu Series. ] 


\ 


(a) ‘Phe County Council may undertake the 
whole work, providing every authorised dis- 
tributor and every private consumer with 
electricity in bulk at a maximum scale of 
prices ; (6) the County Council may retain 
tor itself one part of the undertaking, while 
permitting a private enterprise to undertake 
another part; (¢) the County Council may 
lea-e for a substantial consideration the whole 
enterprise to a private enterprise, to resume 
possession of it when its initial stages are 
over, 

There were those three alternatives, 
and it was on the last alternative that 
there was a possibility that the objection 
which he was putting before the House 
to this Bill might be removed. The first 
and second of those alternatives were 
very objectionable, because they set up 
a statutory municipal monopoly. The 
Bill had been introduced by the London 
County Council several times. There 
were Bills in 1902 and 1903, and there 
was the Bill this year. The Bill of last 
year went up to the Select Committee, 
hut that Committee found that the pre- 
amble was not proved, and the Bill fell 
to the ground. The principal difference 
in this Bill as compared with the Bill of 
last year consisted in the fact that last 
year’s Bill was only permissive, and 


there was no obligation upon the 
County Council, having taken over 
all the electrical enterprises in this 


700 square miles, to provide electricity 
in bulk for any purpose at all, 
either to a company or to. an 
individual. But that was to a certain 
extent removed in the Bill they were now 
discussing. This Bill was to a certain 
extent obligatory, but the obligation was 
rendered almost nugatory by the power 
Q 
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which the County Council were en- 
deavouring to obtain by the Bill to insist 
on a very long term of contracts under 
somewhat onerous conditions. The Bill 
gave power to the London County 
Council to take over all existing under- 
takings except the two which he had 
mentioned— Woolwich and Marylebone, 
which they apparently did not desire to 
take over for financial reasons. For this 
purpose the County Council would be 
entitled under the Bill to raise £4,500,000 
capital under Clause 54, and also an 
absolutely indefinite sum under Clause 
55. In fact the powers of increasing the 
indebtedness of London were almost un- 
limited under the Bill. That was one 
of the principal objections which he had 
to it. The method provided for the 
repayment of the money was absolutely 
unsound. The Bill sought to set up that 
the repayment should be by a sixty years 
sinking fund, the repayment not to begin 
till the year 1913, so that for all practical 
purposes the repayment was spread over 
sixty-five years. What was the life of elec- 
trical plant? Was it not the height of 
folly to set up a sinking fund in respect 
of a vast electrical undertaking extend- 
ing over sixty-five years, which was 
many times the life of an_ electrical 
plant? Even if the plant could be 
made to last that period it was _per- 
fectly certain that, with the progress 
of science and invention, the existing 
plant would have to be replaced over 
and over again before this vast sum of 
money was repaid. Then, in addition, 
there would have to be another sinking 
fund to meet the purchase of the existing 
liabilities of the undertakings acquired. 
Therefore the ratepayers of London would 
be saddled with two sinking funds, one 
of an ascertainable amount, and the 
other of an absolutely unknown amount 
which would be incurred under the 
powers of this Bill. Not only would the 
ratepayers of London be saddled with 
these two sinking funds, but their credit 
would be pledged for the benefit of a 
large area outside the county of London. 
If the enterprise was a failure, the loss 
would fall on the ratepayers of the 
county of London, not on the whole area 
of 700 square miles. The area outside 
the county of London would have no 
financial responsibility at all, and for that 
reason the ratepayers of London had 
very good reason to distrust this Bill. 
Beyond those which he had men- 


Mr. Courthope. 
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tioned there were a number of other 
powers set up by the Bill. One was the 
power to trade in electrical appliances of 
all kinds. That would be a_ very 
dangerous interference with the whole- 
some competition of private enterprise, 
and should not be permitted to any muni- 
cipal body. The objections he had 
raised to the Bill were principally on 
financial grounds. Municipal enterprise 
which excluded private enterprise was 
almost always a financial failure. It was 
neither economical nor efficient, and he 
thought the ratepayers of London who 
would have to pay for the vast scheme 
set up by this Bill had a right to look for 
economical and efficient working. On 
the other hand, the Moderate Party, the 
Party now in power on the London 
County Council, were the Party opposed 
to municipal monopoly and municipal 
trading in competition with private enter- 
prise. They disapproved and he dis- 
approved of the policy of taxing capital 
in order to compete against that capital, 
He hoped that in the course of the 
debate that night some authoritative state- 
ment would be made on _ behalf of 
the County Council, which might re- 
move the objections he had raised to the 
Bill. From a recent debate in the 
County Council he gathered that if this 
Bill passed the Council would lease their 
powers under it to private companies. 
If the Council leased their powers, then 
there would be that competition by 
private companies which was so neces- 
sary to efficiency and public economy. 
If he got an authoritative statement that 
that would be done, he would withdraw 
his opposition to the Bill. 


*Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.), on behalf of his constituents, 
seconded the rejection of the Bill. 
Marylebone had been entirely left out 
of this Bill, because, he thought, of the 
fact that the electric lighting under- 
taking which the borough council had 
acquired had not been a great financial 
success, Perhaps that was not the 
reason, but unless some undertaking was 
given on behalf of the London County 
Council that what was proposed in this 
Bill would not further handicap the 
Borough Council of Marylebone in 
regard to their undertaking he would 
have to press the Amendment to 
a division. Hon. Members were no 
doubt aware that a very large outlay had 
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been incurred by the Borough Council 
of Marylebone in acquiring the electric 
undertaking. The council went to arbitra- 
tion with the company, and a very large 
award was given to the company. One 
of the chief reasons for the size of 
the award was that the borough council 
were to have a monopoly of the electric 
lighting supply in Marylebone. But 
now, under this Bill, a private company 


might come into competition with the : 


Marylebone Borough Council and supply 
ual) . 5 : 
electricity in Marylebone. It was not 
fair that Marylebone, having paid a big 
price for the monopoly of supply, should 
have it taken away from them and that 
private companies should have power to 
compete. 


Amendment proposed, 


“ To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(.Wr. Courthope.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. WOOD (Glasgow, St. Rollox) said 
that the hon. Member for Rye, in moving 
the rejection, had given a strong reason 
why the Bill should be passed into law. He 
had pointed out that, while the present 
system of generating in a small area was 
unsatisfactory and did not satisfy the 
public demand, yet he believed that an 
adequate system for an adequately large 
area would be capable of producing an 
economic supply and fulfilling the re- 
quirements of the commerce of London. 
It was for that very reason this Bill was 
brought in by the County Council. 
They would not do anything to extinguish 
the private enterprises that existed at 
present. On the contrary, if the scheme 
of the late Council had been allowed to 
proceed, it would have recognised that 
these existing companies had a statutory 
tight until 1931, and suitable arrange- 


ments would have been made with 
them. Parliament intended that the 
ultimate authority should be the 
municipal authority, because it pro- 


vided that these companies should be 
purchased, most of them in 1931. He 
would frankly say why Marylebone and 
Woolwich were not included in this Bill. 
The reason was that both these authorities 
committed the mistake of allowing a 
company to set itself up within their area, 
and then had to buy the undertakings at an 
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enormous cost. The Marylebone company 
only spent £500,000 on their works, and 
yet the borough had to pay them 
£1,200,000—a profit of £700,000 made 

, in a very short time. 


Sir SAMUEL SCOTT: Is that a 
reason why Marylebone should be left 
out of this Bill ? 


_ *Mr. WOOD replied that the Council 
hesitated to encumber the new municipal 
undertaking with that enormous premium 
of £700,000 upon a single small under- 
taking. He sympathised in some respects 
with the feelings of the hon. Member for 
Marylebone. He was glad that he was 
taking up the position of defending the 
interest of that borough. He was him- 
self a resident in Marylebone, and had to 
pay the high price due to the enormous 
premium which the Council had paid for 

| the electric undertaking. 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): Can the hon. Member say who 
' were the chief witnesses for the Maryle- 
_ bone Borough Council ? 


*Mr. WOOD said he would not go 
into these personal matters on that 
occasion. The hon. Member had raised 
another matter in regard to which he 
sympathised with him very much. He had 
said he objected to a private company 
coming into competition with the borough 
council of Marylebone after it had paid 
such an enormous premium to obtain a 
monopoly. There was a_ reasonable 
objection. It was in the first place to 
protect the interests of the municipal 
authorities of London that the County 
Council originally took up this question. 
Sut that was an argument against 
leasing to a company, because, supposing 
the whole area of the undertaking were 
leased to a company, what would 
prevent that company from competing 
with the Marylebone Borough Council 
in such a way as to bring about the 
disastrous results which the hon. 
Member anticipated and __ feared ? 
He supported the Second Reading of this 
Bill. That might not appear remarkable, 
because he backed it ; yet some explana- 

| tion was needed. The Bill was prepared 
by the late Progressive London County 
Council and was denounced in the most 
unmeasured terms at the last election. 


Q 2 
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It was now promoted by the new Moder- 
ate County Council. He was bound to 
say that it was with avowedly different 
intentions that the majority of the present 
Council desired that this Bill should go 
to a Second Reading. It was with a 
view to passing over the undertaking 
to private enterprise. [Cries of “ No.” | 
Their present intention was to hand 
over the whole undertaking to private 
enterprise and not to deal with it as the 
Progressive County Council would have 
done. He did not know that they would be 
able, on further reflection, to do that, but 
that was their present intention. Never- 
theless he agreed to support the Second 
Reading because he felt the urgency of 
the question, and he did not wish to be 
responsible for any delay in dealing with 
it. He regretted that the Bill of 
last year had not been passed. He 
hoped the Bill would go before a Com- 
mittee of this House which would thus 
obtain control over the whole question. 
He presumed that some Committee of 
this House would have to be satisfied 
that the conditions proposed would be 
in the public interest before power to 
deal with the matter would be given. 
He was certain that the present County 
Council could not say that they were 
being treated in a Party spirit. What 
the last County Council desired, when 
it brought in what was called a 
Permissive Bill in 1906, was to 
keep a free hand as regarded expenditure 
until they came to an arrangement with 
the existing companies betore further 
public money was expended. Last year’s 
Committee said that the County Council 
should bring ina more thorough-going 
measure and should be under an obliga- 
tion to provide a cheap supply. The 
Committee would doubtless take care 
to see that the new scheme did guarantee 
a cheap supply, and that the interests of 
the consumers of electricity, both large 
and small manufacturers, were thoroughly 
safeguarded. Another essential was 
that there should be a really comprehen. 
sive scheme dealing with the large area 
covering 700 square miles which had 
been proposed, with a large generating 
station economically placed, where it 
would not be a nuisance to any populous 
part of London. It must not merely 
perpetuate present conditions and main- 
tain a number of small and uneconomical 
generating stations. A third condition 
was that the County Council must be 


Mr. Wood. 
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‘the authority as recommended by the 


Committee last year. It must also 
protect existing municipal interests, 
There was a large ratepayers’ interest in- 
volved, for the municipal authorities 
had spent some £6,500,000 of public 
money on electrical enterprise. Nothing 
must be done to put a company in a 
position to dominate over the interests 
of the ratepayers of London and the 
district round about. Then they had the 
tramways tosafeguard. It was calculated 
that in a short time the amount of elec- 
trical energy required for the tramways 
would equal the output of the whole of the 
borough councils. That would be one 


difficulty in the path of leasing. 
He did not see how, under any 
system of leasing, they were going 


to safeguard the interests of the 
borough councils and the ratepayers 
whom they represented. There were 
three difficulties in the way of leasing— 
how to protect the local authorities, how 
to protect the rights of the statutory com- 
panies at present existing, and how to 
obtain a sutticiently comprehensive scheme 
with a sutticiently large system of genera- 
tion. An important reason for support- 
ing the Second Reading was that the 
Bill contained a provision for the purchase 
of the companies by the Council in 1931. 
He did not doubt that a Committee 
of this House would decide the matter in 
the interests neither of the Council nor 
of any competing body, but with a view to 
obtaining a wise solution of a problem 
that had remained unsolved too long— 
the provision of an economical and 
adequate supply of energy for the manu- 
factures of London, and, of course, the 
House would reserve the right of finally 
dealing with the Bill when it came back 
from the Committee. 


*Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West 
minster) said that on the present occasion 
he was going to support the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill although he last year 
moved its rejection, and he hoped he 
might be able to satisfy his hon. friend 
who moved its rejection this year and the 
hon. Member who had just sat down that 
he was justified in doing so. Last year 
a compromise was arrived at by which 
this Bill and other Bills were referred to 
a Select Committee, and on that under- 
standing he withdrew his oppesition to 
the Bill, and having done so, although 
he did not say they were bound to accept 
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the Report 
think that they were bound to consider 
it verv carefully. Its terms had been 
quoted that evening so he need not 
repeat them, but he would say that 
he did not think that the hon. Gentlemen 
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of the Committee, he did | 


opposite who represented the Progressive | 
Party in the London County Council 


could complain if they on that side 
adopted the terms of the compromise 
which they considered most favourable 


t> their view and the most likely to serve | } i 
' electrical energy, and on the understanding 


the interests of the ratepayers of London. 
That Report suggested alternative schemes, 
and his hon. friend who moved the rejec- 
tion of the Bill mentioned one such 
scheme. The Committee suggested 
that the County Council might lease for 
a substantial consideration for a certain 
period the whole enterprise with a view 
of resuming possession of it when the 


initial stages were over. He could 
hardly think that even the hon. Gentle- 
man who had just sat down would 


suggest that after the last County Council 
election the County Council could ask 
this House to adopt any but-the last 
alternative suggested by the Committee 
last year. It was perfectly true to say 
that the electrical power scheme of the 
late County Council was one of the 
chief questions which were debated on 
every platform during the last County 
Council election, and there could be 
no manner of doubt as to what was 
the answer of the ratepavers of London. 
It appeared to him to be absolutely im- 
possible to embark upon what 
considered last year, and what they 
considered now to be a great and risky 
scheme of electrical supply, in view of 
the result of the elections to which he 
had just referred. He did 
that it would be necessary now to refer 
to the report of the Finance Committee 
trom which he quoted somewhat fully last 
year, but the Committee evidently 
thought that it was advisable that the 
County Council should see whether the 
uternative scheme would not be tke best 
toadopt. The Parliamentary Committee 
of the London County Council, which 


' in the House of Commons with a 


they | 


not know | 


considered this scheme, reported in these | 


terms— 


e think that the alternative provisions 
in the Bill may be utilised for the purpose of 
securing some arrangement under which the 
financial risks to which the Finance Com- 
inittee called attention may be avoided, and in 
which the business of the supply of electrical 
energy may be carried out by private enter- 
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prise under the control of the Council, and 
that the Bill should be proceeded with with 
that object in view.” 

Further, they suggested a resolution 
which was subsequently adopted at a 
meeting of the London County Council 
which ran — 

“That the London County Council (Electric 
Supply) Bill be submitted for Second Reading 
view to 
securing an arrangement under which private 


enterprise undertakes, subject to the control 
of the Council, the business of the supply of 


that such alterations as may be required in the 
Bill to effect this object and to deal with any 
other matters of importance which may arise 
on the Bill, will be reported to the Council for 
its approval as soon as possible.” 

No doubt the conditions of leasing to 
which the hon. Gentleman referred must 
be -the subject of inquiry either by a 
Committee of this House or by a Com- 
mittee of both Houses, but it did not 
seem that to devise satisfactory condi- 
tions was out of the reach of the 
ingenuity of such Committees or of the 
gentlemen who appeared before them as 
counsel. At any rate he thought that 
the present County Council could be 
trusted not to waste the ratepayers’ money. 
He confessed that he had listened to the 
speech of the hon. Gentleman with some 
amusement, because he remembered very 
well—he was not quoting the words—that 
on this Bill last year he suggested that 
the County Council as an institution was 
indentified with the Progressive Party 
and the Progressive Party alone, and also 
suggested that the ratepayers of London 
in the past had shown confidence in the 
institution as conducted by that Party by 


constantly returning members of it to 
the London County Council. Circum- 


stances had changed cases and much had 
happened since the hon. Gentleman spoke. 


Mr. WOOD said he did not recognise 
the quotation. 


*\Ir. W. F. D. SMITH said he would 
read what the hon. Gentleman said— 

‘“* His last word would be about the rate- 
payer. There was a notion common in some 
quarters that the County Council did not 
protect the ratepayer. If so it was an 
extraordinary thing how the 1 ratepayers for so 
many years had approved of that institution.’ 

He thought that any hon. Gentleman 
reading that quotation would take it to 
mean that the Progressive Party and the 
Progressive Party alone were indentified 


_ with the institution, but he thought the 
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ratepayers had shown during the last 
twelve months that they looked upon the 
Moderate Party, as at present constituted, 
as more effiient guardians of the rate- 
payers’ pocketsthan the Progressive Varty 
had been in the past. As he had said, 
the circumstances had changed, but he 
thought his hon. friend might be quite 
certain that due care and economy would 
he observed in the exercise of any 
powers conferred on the Council by 
this Bill. He could not but hope, there- 
fore, that his hon. friend would be 
satisfied with such an explanation, and 
be content to withdraw his opposition. 


*Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.) regretted that he had to differ from his 
hon. friend the Member for the St. Rollox 


Division, although nobody could be more 


sensible of the services to London in 
general, and in regard to this subject in 
particular, which the hon. Member had 
rendered. It seemed to him, however, 
that his hon. friend, having uttered able 
and forcible arguments against the clauses 
of this Bill, had ended his argument rather 
lamely by asking the House to vote for 
the Second Reading. He rose toask the 
House to reject this Bill because it con- 
tained the leasing clause—Clause 66. 
He would like to remind the House of 
the extraordinarily grave interests which 
were involved in this measure. It dealt 
with an area which he might be allowed, 
perhaps, to call the area of the new Lon- 
don—the greater London of the future. 
That area consisted of about 700 square 
miles, in which there was at present a 
population of 7,000,000 of people, and this 
was likely to have expanded to 10,000,000 
or 12,000,000 before any lease would bave 
lapsed. Yet it was proposed under this Bill, 
while nominally making the LondonCounty 
Council the electrical authority for this 
great area, to give powers to an authority 
which they knew had a full intention, 
indeed a declared intention, to hand over 
those powers for a considerable period, a 
period which would probably extend far 
beyond the lifetime of hon. Members who 
were listening to him, to some limited 
liability company, or, if he might use 
the word in a way which would not be 
misunderstood, to some trust. This was a 
great business and had long passed out 
of the experimental stage. We had 
in the United Kingdom some 110 
or 120 successful electrical municipal 
undertakings in being. The position of 


Mr. IW. F. D. Sinith. 
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these undertakings was shown by a 
Return made to this House a few years 
ago. That Return showed that, allowing 
for the burden of the sinking fund and the 
interest upon the capital which had to be 
raised, electrical undertakings were not 
a burden upon municipalities which had 
undertaken this work. He also pointed 
out that in Germany where municipalities 
possessed freedom of action, electrical 
municipal undertakings were a great 
success. He would quote the cases of 
Munich and Breslau as instances in which, 
by means of these undertakings, not only 
had the interest on the capital been paid, 
but a sufficient sum been set aside for the 
sinking fund, and in addition handsome 
sums had been given in relief of taxation. 
In Munich in the last year for which 
he had figures the profits so handed 
over were £17,000 and in Breslau 
£20,000. Even taking the case of Berlin, 
which was more backward in_ these 
respects than other portions of the 
German Empire, the lease which had 
been granted expired in 1915, and in 
that year there could be no doubt what- 
ever that the undertaking would be 
taken over by the town council of 
Berlin. These results had been attained 
and were undeniable, and yet they 
found that in regard to this great 
city, which was the capital of the 
Empire and he might almost say the 
capital of the world, there was this want 
of trust in the managing ability of the 
people of London, and they found it 
alleged by hon. Members opposite 
that there was risk in the matter. 
If there was such risk as hon. Members 
opposite alleged, why were so many keen 
company promoters desirous to undertake 
this business? His hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the St. Rollox Division had men- 
tioned many advantages which the London 
County Council possessed as compared 
with a private capitalist, but he had not 
mentioned one of the chief of them, viz., 
access to cheap money. The London 
County Council could command capital for 
this undertaking at probably 1 per cent. 
less than the company promoters. At the 
end of the lease the undertaking would 
have to be bought back loaded with 
unnecessary capital. The London County 
Council started with a magnificent 
business already made in their tramway 
undertaking. He asked what guidance 
the Government would give in this 
situation, which he compared to the 
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situation many years ago, when Govern. | 
ments failed to realise what the future of | 
railways must be in this country. As 
a consequence we now had _ privately | 
owned railways, loaded with watered 
capital, depressing wages while keeping | 
up railway rates. ‘To-day, however, 
the Government could not plead 
i norance of the tremendous future 
of electricity. They knew that 10,000,000 
or 12,000,000 or even 15,000,000 who 
were going to live upon all these square 
miles must be the customers of the 
municipality for light and power in their 
homes, and in their manutacturing and 
business premises. Therefore a large 
number of customers was certain, and this 
number was no less certain to grow, and 
yet, knowing this, it was proposed that we 
should actually resign our interest in the 
question to some unknown party to whom 
would be committed the future of 
electrical power in London. It was not 
merely a question of ordinary economic 
development, but there was a question of 
social development behind it, because 
means should be provided which would 
enable us to remove our industrial enter- 
prises to the borders of London. That 
could not be done without a proper 
distribution of electrical power. Finally, 
there was the great labour question, of 
which he would remind his friends on the 
Labour Benches opposite. What was the 
use of complaining about poverty and 
the distribution of wealth so long as they 
allowed these great national monopolies 
to be the prey of private capital? He 
invited the House to reject the measure 
unless they could obtain the entire 
deletion of Clause 66 or unless such an 
instruction to the Committee was agreed 
toas would ensure that, if a lease were 
granted to a private undertaking, it 
should terminate not later than 1951, 
and unless proper safeguards were in- 
serted on the points of price, time, and 
dividends 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) said it was very embarrassing to 
be called upon to vote on the Second 
Reading of a Bill which was not at all 
the Bill which the promoters intended to | 
ask the House to pass into law. A great 
local hody asked tor a great monopoly of 
franchise, and at the same time declared 
that the moment they got it they pro- 
posed to confer the whole power on a 
private company. He hoped that before 
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the powers included in Clause 66 were 
granted the promoters would set out the 
leading terms and conditions of the con- 
tract under which they proposed to lease 
them. It did not seem to him either an 
unpractical or unreasonable proposal, and 
he based himself upon what was said by 
the Chairman of the London County 
Council the other day. He said, ‘‘ Give 
us one or perhaps two years that we may 
have plenty of time to make our negotia- 
tions with any company or companies 
which may come before us.” If they 
were asking for one or two years 
why should they not consent, when 
this Bill went into Committee up- 
stairs, to a clause binding them, before 
carrying into effect the powers of 
Clause 66, to come to Parliament and set 
out the terms and conditions of the 
lease which they proposed to give? 
He had said that he had grave doubt 
as to the vote he should give on 
the Second Reading of this Bill, but 
on the whole he had come to the con- 
clusion to vote for the Second Reading. 
For many years now they had_ been 
engaged in the work of keeping a num- 
ber of syndicates and companies from 
obtaining a great monopoly for the supply 
of electric power. It had been a difficult 
work; it had required all their efforts ; 
and, no doubt, if the Bill should be 
rejected by the House that night the 
companies would renew their efforts, and 
he was very much afraid that they would 
not be able to resist them. He thought 
it would be better to give this great 
monopoly to the County Council even 
though they handed it over to a private 
company, rather than that it should go toa 
private company direct without the inter- 
vention of the London County Council. 
That was the result which he feared might 
follow if this Bill were rejected that 
night. Therefore, for the reasons he had 
given he intended to record his vote in 
favour of the Second Reading. 


*Mr. BOWERMAN (Deptford) said he 
opposed the Bill not on the ground 
put forward by the mover and seconder of 
the Amendment, but rather on the ground 
presented by the hon. Member for 
North Paddington. If the Bill came 
before the House presented by the Coun- 
cil with the object of taking full responsi- 
bility for running this electric power, 
then so far as those for whem he 
spoke were concerned no_ objection 
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would be raised. They understood, on 
the contrary, however, that the in- 
tention was to ask the House for 
certain powers, and after those powers 
had been obtained, to lease them 
to private companies. It was on 
this ground that they were entering 
a protest against the progress of the 
Bill. It had been stated that the under- 
taking was of a risky character. They 
joined in the view that had been ex- 
pressed already, that if it was of so 
risky a character there would not be 
such a keen desire on the part of com- 
panies to secure the undertaking. They 
believed that if the question had 
been fairly presented the County 
Council would have had the consent 
of the ratepayers of London to the 
running of an electric supply. They had 
before them the evidence of their 
capacity to run one of the best 
tramway services in this country, 
and if they could do that successfully — 
and he ventured to submit that they 
were doing it successfully, certainly in 
the interests of London and in point 
of efficiency it was equal to any- 
thing that he had experienced in the 
provinces—if the County Council could 
do that with the tramways, surely they 
had a right to assume that, if they 
were granted these powers for them- 
selves, they would make an equal success 
of the electric supply. They had some 
experience in the case of Marylebone, 
where a company was started, and 
after certain experience the  rate- 
payers expressed a desire to purchase, 
and they had purchased at a huge 
sacrifice of money ; and they contended 
that what had been done in the case 
of Marylebone, so far as the success of 
the undertaking was concerned —judging 
from the expense incurred in buying it 
—could also be accomplished by the 
County Council. They believed that 
the same success would attend an under- 
taking covering the whole of London 
and the suburbs; and, that being so, 
they would welcome the Bill if they 
thought that the County Council in- 
tended to take the full responsibility of 
giving effect to it; to grant such im- 
portant and far-reaching powers, knowing 
beforehand that it was not the inten- 
tion of the County Council themselves to 
give effect to those powers, was a pro- 
ceeding to which they were strongly 
opposed. Was it to be said that 


Mr. Bowerman. 
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municipality of London 
was unable to do that which other 
municipalities of the country were 
doing day by day with the utmost 
success ? If that opinion was entertained, 
it was not only a grave reflection on the 
capacity of the London authorities, but 
he was inclined to say that it was 
almost an insult to suggest it. If these 
powers were allowed to pass from the 
hands of the County Council it was 
only a question of time before history 
would repeat itself, and they would 
have to make overtures to those private 
companies, with the result that Lon- 
doners would find themselves compelled 
to buy them out at some extravagant 
rate. 


the great 


*\Mr. WATERLOW (Islington, N.) said 
he had not troubled the House on any 
previous occasion, and therefore he asked 
theirindulgence. He rose tosupport this 
Bill as a London Member. He believed 
that London wanted cheap electricity for 
power purposes, and although he would 
prefer to see the London County Council 
do that work itself, yet he was prepared 
to support the Second Reading of the 
Bill on the principle that it was better 
to have half a loaf than no bread. The 
advantage of cheap electricity in London, 
and especially for small manufacturers, 
was of enormous importance. Cheap 
electricity meant cheap power. If cheap 
electricity could not be supplied, and 
London manufacturers could not. get 
cheap power as compared with those in 
other cities, then London would be at a 
disadvantage as compared with other 
cities. He believed that the future of 
small industries in London depended on 
cheap power and to that extent on cheap 
electricity. London was the greatest 
city of manufacturers and small indus- 
tries in the world, so that this was a 
matter of the utmost importance to her. 
The Bill embraced an area known as 
Greater London, and as a consequence 
it involved a population of perhaps 
6,000,000 ; and, by the time this under 
taking was fairly started, it would 
probably involve a population of 7,000,000 
or 8,000,000, perhaps in a few years 
time a population of 10,000,000. — In 
giving this power to any company or 
corporation Parliament required to be 
very careful about the particulars and 
the details. Within the area which the 
Bill covered there were now working 
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forty-five public authorities and twenty- 
seven public companies. All of them 
supplied electricity in one form or 
another. All these authorities were 
supplying electricity on a comparatively 
small scale compared with the scale on 
which this Bill proposed to proceed. As 
a consequence, most of the authorities 
were not able to produce electricity as 
this Bill would enable the County Council 
todo, nomatter whether it leased the under- 
taking or worked it itself. The problem 
of cheap electricity-was what was known 
as the problem of the “load factor.” 
In other words, they wanted equality of 
load during the twenty-four hours to 
produce the electricity on the cheapest 
scale possible. They could not do that 
with an electric lighting company, because 
the maximum load was only required 
during a few hours of darkness, morning 
and night ; but they could do it if they 
combined power to supply electricity 
to a much greater extent with 
lighting electricity. Therefore the larger 
the area, the larger the scale on which 
the thing was done, the bigger the 
average load, and consequently the 
greater cheapness. With a big under- 
taking like that, they could get rid of 
smal] steam engines, and small gas engines, 
and small methods of producing power 
throughout a vast number of factories, 
and then they would have advanced very 
considerably in giving benefits to London. 
If they could substitute for small power- 
producing machines various kinds of 
electric motors, the benefit to London 
would be enormous. With a big electric 
power producing undertaking all small 
manufacturers would be in the hands of 
that undertaking in the future. Those 
who used bulk electricity would be in 
the hands of that undertaking in the 
future. That would be the serious 
position of affairs if this Bill passed into 
law and those powers were leased to a 
company. That company would to a large 
extent control the power supply of a vast 
number of manufacturing concerns in Lon- 
don. Then there were the existing com- 
panies and the existing borough councils 
dealing with electricity in London. If this 
undertaking was put forward, the big 
concern must eventually swallow up the 
small ones, and they would have in 
London one big monopoly. That was 
why he thought this business ought to be 
kept in the hands of the public authority. 
Therefore, the supreme importance of 
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this question to London was largely com- 
plicated by the existence of these electric 
supply companies and the existence of the 
borough councils. If there was to be any 
leasing then he attached the greatest 
importance to the date of 1931. In that 
year the existing companies, or almost 
all the existing companies, had all 
their powers purchasable by the 
borough councils, as the law stood at 
present. If leasing there was to be 
it must not extend beyond the year 
1931, or at all events, the whole question 
of electric power for London must, in 
some form or another, come up for 1eview 
in 1931, and any lease now granted by 
the London County Council should be 
capable of being reviewed when all these 
companies fell in for purchase. He could 
plainly see that this Bill involved the 
whole future of London as a manufacturing 
city, and it embraced thousands of manu- 
facturers both large and small. It em- 
braced the supplying of electric power for 
docks, harbours, railways, and tramways, 
and also electricity for private houses. It 
was not at all improbable that in the 
near future they might see electricity 
produced so cheaply that it would 
be a practical thing for everybody to 
have electric fires in the place of coal 
fires. That would be an enormous 
advantage to London and _ greatly for 
the benefit of its people who had coal fires 
now, not only in the way of convenience 
and cleanliness, but alsoin amelioratingthe 
atmospheric conditions from which they 
all suffered so much in the shape of fogs in 
winter time. The area this Bill covered 
was so large, the population so great, 
and the issues involved so momentous to 
the future welfare of London, that he 
was prepared to vote for the Second 
Reading. 


Mr. BONAR LAW (Camberwell, Dul- 
wich) said that as hon. Members who 
were in the last Parliament knew, this 
was a subject which occupied the atten 
tion of the Board of Trade to a very 
great extent a few years ago, and he 
might, perhaps, be permitted to say one 
or two words only in regard to it. 
What struck him in reference to the 
debate to which they had listened so far 
was the remarkable difference between 
the speech of the hon. Member for St. 
Rollox and the speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Paddington. The former 
realised that there had been a County 
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Council election, but the latter seemed | 
to think for the moment that he was | 
addressing an audience on the issue which | 
was before the constituencies in that | 
election. He cid not think that it 
was the business of the House now 
to go into the question of the 
merits or demerits to any extent of | 
private trading as against municipal | 


enterprise. [MINISTERIAL cries of “ Oh, | 
oh.”| Hon. Gentlemen below the Gang- 


way and hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
now very indignant with another 
Assembly because it interfered with the 
mandate which was given to them at the 
last General Election. They were now 
setting themselves up as a House of 
Lords to obstruct the action of the 
deliberately chosen members of the 
London County Council. [* Oh, oh.”] 
The hon. Member for North Paddington 
had spoken as if it depended upon the 
rate at which capital could be got—— 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY: I only 
suggested that that was one of the vital 
factors in the matter. 


Mr. BONAR 


the factor which 


LAW said that was 
struck him as the 


most important in his speech. There 
was another factor which was at least 
as important as the rate at which 


the capital was raised, and that was 
the way in which the business was 
managed. If he believed that muni- 
cipalities as a whole would manage 
their business undertakings as well as 
private enterprise he would be much | 
more in favour of municipal enterprise. 
He had nothing to say against the 
gentlemen who were chosen as repre- 
sentatives on county councils and other 
bodies. They had had good repre- 
sentatives on the whole throughout the 
United Kingdom, but rightly or wrongly 
he believed that in business matters the 
business would be best managed where 
the man who made the mistake knew 
that he would have to pay for it out of 
his own pocket. If a business was to be 
well managed, the men who were to 
manage it ought to be selected on account 
of their quality as business men. Could 
anyone say that even at the last London 
County Council election the deciding factor 
was the view which the electors held as 
to the business capacity of the men who 
stood before them / Everybody knew it 
was not. Those were not the grounds 


Mr. Bonar Law. 
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on which his friends secured a majority 
on the County Council. It was not their 
business qualities ; it was the knowledge 
of the complete absence of business 
qualities on the part of their predecessors, 
In an election of that kind the men were 
not chosen for their business qualities, 
Nobody would deny that. In private 
enterprise there was some kind of a law 
which governed these things, and it was 
the law of the survival of the fittest. They 
might take it as certain that in the long 
run if they pitted that issue against 
selection generally on account of their 
speaking qualities, it was the private 
enterprise man and not the municipal 
man who would run the business to the 
best advantage and make the most 
money out of it. The thing which im- 
pressed him was the strong demand which 
was expressed on the part of the 
manufacturers, and especially the small 
manufacturers of London, that in some 
way or other a scheme of cheaper 
electricity should be supplied. Suppose 
the House took the view of the hon. 
Member for North Paddington ; it would 
certainly mean that they were not 
going to have this supply of electricity 
in any time to which any of them could 
reasonably look forward. They could not 
have it in this Parliament because the 
County Council would not adopt the 
scheme. Therefore they could never 
have it until the majority in this House 
and the majority on the County Council 
happened to coincide. For that reason 
alone he was certain that his hon. friend 
the Member for the St. Rollox Division 
was right in saying that with proper safe- 
guards it was better to get a cheap supply 
of electricity now than have the thing 
hung up indefinitely and _ practically 
for ever. He believed that the 
majority on the County Council were 
in this matter taking the right course. 
They were pledged to have the business 
conducted by private enterprise if they 
could. Having taken that course their 
obvious duty was to obtain from larlia- 
ment powers which would enable them to 
make the best bargain they could in the 
interests of London. He had been afraid 
that the majority on the County Council 
might try to make some arrangement with 
a particular company, and that would be 
distinctly bad business. What they had 
got to do was to get the powers, and then 
try to get competition from different 
companies. [“Oh!”] Most certainly 
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that was their duty—to get competi- 
tion from different companies as to the 
terms of the lease, and to grant the lease 
to the company which would give to 


London the best terms, provided they | 


were certain that there was enough 
capital in that company to carry out the 
obligations they agreed to undertake. 
That was precisely the intention of the 
majority of the London County Council. 
It was part of their policy to lease this 


franchise on the distinct understanding | 


that the right of purchase at a reasonable 
time was to be retained to the County 
Council. They were going to give it on 
condition that the rates were to be revised 
just as was proposed by the administrative 
company two years ago—that the rates 
were to be subject to revision by the 
Board of Trade, that the scale of dividends 
was to be a moving scale, and that the 
dividend was not to get too high without 


a reduction in the rates; and they were | 


also bound to make this arrangement, 
that they would only lease to a company 
if they were prepared to treat ex- 
isting bodies, both municipalities and 
private companies, on terms which the 
House of Commons considered fair. — If 
that was what the hon. Gentleman meant 
hy saving that the County Council was 
bound to state clearly the conditions on 


which they meant to make the lease, he | 
‘which was Progressive, and it is now 


thought he was right. That was their 
duty before the Committee, but if, as the 
hon. Member for Bethnal Green sug- 
gested, the County Council was to be bound 
tocome to Parliament with the definite 
agreement that they were going to make 
with a definite company, that seemed to 
him extremely bad business. It would 
prevent them getting as good an arrange- 
ment as they otherwise would if they 
were tied down in that way. Moreover, 
if the obligation was placed upon them to 
come to Parliament, notices would have 
to be lodged a long time before, and that 
meant that at least one year, and prob- 
ably two years, would be lost before any 
urangement of the kind could be come 
to. There was nothing more needed in 
a great City like London, where there 
were so many small industries, than that 
they should have a cheap supply of 
electricity for all purposes; and they 
could only get that by an arrangement 
such as that which was now proposed. 
If they rejected this proposal there was 
no reasonable prospect of such an arrange- 
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Hon. Gentlemen on both sides of the 
House were quite right to see that the 
terms of the lease were as favourable as 
they could get a company, with prospect 
of raising the necessary capital, to accept ; 
but it was also their duty to give to the 


| manufacturers of London, whose interest 


was really as great as the profits the rate- 
payers would make out of running the 
business themselves, what was, after all, 
more important, the chance of obtaining 
a cheap supply of electricity all over 
London. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Groree, Car- 


/narvon Boroughs): I am rather afraid 


that the views of hon. Members on this 
Bill have been very largely coloured by 
the difference between the political com- 


| plexion of the County Council of last year 


and that of the County Council of this 
year. The Government has nothing to 
do with that, and I suggest that the 
House of Commons ought not to consider 
We have got to deal with the 


sill on its merits. The Bill is framed on 


| the recommendations of the Committee 


which considered the whole matter of 
electric supply in London last year, and 
on that ground I support its Second 
Reading. The Bill is in the position of 
having been framed by a County Council 


being promoted by a Moderate Council. 
I am glad the majority of London Mem- 
bers have taken what I would call the 
more temperate and more sensible view, 
and have decided to support a Bill which 
they themselves have framed. That is, 
I think, a very wise decision, and I am 
surprised they should have hesitated at 
all, because it is their own Bill. {An 
Hon. Member: No.] The hon. Mem- 
ber for Bethnal Green says it is not the 
Bill they framed, but it is. [An Hon. 
MemBer: No.|] It is true that the 
promoters have stated that they are 
not going to proceed with certain clauses, 
but that is a matter for the Committee. 
The Bill before the House at this moment 
is the identical Bill drafted by the late 
County Council, but if the Committee 
report that they cannot recommend it if 
these clauses are withdrawn, then that will 
be a matter for the House to consider. 
All kinds of questions have been discussed 
which really have nothing to do with the 
Second Reading of the Bill. The question 


ment being made in a reasonable time. | of what the Council should do with its 








451 


powers afterwards seems to me irrelevant, 
except upon the principle that you will 
not allow any authority to part with its 
powers ; but that is not the position of 
the London County Council. They have 
incorporated provisions enabling agree- 
ments to be made. 
Council should not be allowed to leave 
the matter to private enterprise under 
any conditions, but that is not the opinion 
of most of the representatives of London. 
The question raised as to terms and con- 
ditions is not a question to be settled on 
Second Reading ; it is purely a matter 
for Committee. I would not say that 
the House of Commons should part with 
its authority and give unlimited powers 


London County Council 


to a municipality to part with this 
franchise for ever; I agree with the 
hon. Member for Paddington and 


North Islington in that, but that is 
not a question to be discussed on the 
Second Reading and should not weigh 
with the House in giving a Second Read- 
ing decision. It may be a legitimate 
question to raise in an Instruction to the 
Committee, that there should be a limit 


{COMMONS} 


It may be said the | 


imposed is a question of general principle, | 
but is not relevant to the Second Read- , 


ing. The hon. Member for St. Rollox 
in his able speech said that of course the 
House reserved the right to deal with the 
Bill when it came back from Committee 

a rational 
Parliamentary traditions. The 
does not part with the right to deal with 


: Bill when it is sent to a Committee to | 


be considered and reported upon; the 
recommendation of the Committee is sub- 
mitted to the judgment of the House, 


view and in accordance with | 


House | 


and any Amendment can be moved on the | 


Report stage. It is left open to my hon. 
friend after the Bill has gone to the 
Committee to submit his ideas and those 
of his friends as to the powers which 
ought to be given to the London County 
Council. Matters of detail must be 
threshed out in Committee. I cannot 
discuss the Instruction on the Paper, 
but I sincerely hope my hon. friends will 
see their way to leave the matter until 
the Bill returns to the House. I cannot 
enter into the substance of the In- 
struction; I will say that in my judg- 
ment it is contrary to every procedent 
and that it would fetter the Council in a 
matter where, if there is to be leasing at 
all, there should be freedom to make 
terms. I recommend my hon. friends to 


cansider the suggestion of the hon. Mem- ; 


Mr. Lloyd-Ci orge. 
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‘ ber for North Paddington and direct their 
minds to a limitation of the power of ‘the 
Council to part with its franchise in point 
of time. It should be so limited that the 
County Council in 1931 would be able to 
deal with the question of purchase asa 
whole ; that is the date when most of the 
private enterprises might be purchased 
by the municipality. Some limitation of 
that kind isa legitimate matter to discuss 
asa matter of principle, but I trust the 
House will now give a Second Reading 
to the Bill. The hon. Member for Rye 
said that municipal enterprise in this 
matter had been a failure. It is simply 
ridiculous to make a sweeping assertion 
like that in face of the facts. As a 
matter of fact municipal enterprise in 
this matter has been a great success. 
Ten out of twelve municipal enterprises 
of the kind in London show a profit 
on a lower rate of charge. ‘That is very 
important. In a matter of this kind the 
chief point of view of the House of Com 
mons ought to be, not the dividend pay- 
ing interest, but the interest of the con- 
sumer; and I find that the difference 
between the charge made by the 
municipalities and the charge made by 
the private companies is something like 
Id. per unit, or about 30 per cent., 
lower in favour of the consumer. 
Moreover, the municipalities make a very 
considerable profit on their very reduced 
charges. It is the same in the provin- 
ces. I find that the gross profit made by 
the provincial local authorities upon a 


capital expenditure of £22,800,000 
for the supply of electricity is over 
£2,000,000. The object of the mum 


cipality is not so much to make 4 profit as 
to supply electricity at the cheapest possi- 
ble rate. The prime consideration of a 
company is to make a dividend, and with 
that view they naturally put their charges 
as high as possible. Yet here are the 
provincial municipalities, with every 
pressure put upon them to fix their 
charges at the lowest possible point, 
making the considerable profit of 
£2,000,000, and, what is more, with 
£1,265,000 for the purposes of sinking 
funds. Surely that is a really great 
triumph for municipal enterprise. This 
seems to be the only country in the world 
where there exists this terror of municipal 
enterprise. Go to Germany, the great 
bogey of hon. Gentiemen opposite, and 
you will find the municipalities sup- 
plying docks, electricity, water, 


gas, 








453 London County Council {9 May 
houses, and land. If I support this Bill 
with the power which it contains for 
Jeasing, it is not because I express any 
opinion in regard to leasing. I leave the 
London County Council to take their op- 
tion. An hon. Member has quoted the ex- 
ample set by foreign countries in regard to 
railways, and I do not think he could put 
forward a better illustration. I have 
always thought it was one of the greatest 
misfortunes of this country, especially in 
competition with a country like Germany, 
which has State railways, that it should 
have parted with the railways, practically 
for ever, to private enterprise. Suppos- 
ing the proposal of leasing that is made 
here in the case of electricity had been 
applied long ago to the railways, suppos- 
ing private enterprise had been allowed 
to develop the railways and then the 
State to come in and pay a fair price for 
them. The whole of the railways would 
now be in the hands of the people, and 
they would be worked for the develop- 
ment of native industries, instead of being 
worked, as they are often at present, in 
the interest of foreign competitors. 


Sir F. BANBURY: You can have the 
railways now at a fair price. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I know the 
hon. Baronet’s idea of a fair price. I do 
not like these City notions of a fair price ; 
it is a very hard bargain. Here we have 
simply now to decide the question whether 
we are going to carry out the recom- 
mendations of the Committee that the 
County Council shall have the control, 
and other questions can be fought out 
afterwards. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said he 
could not agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman that this Bill was identical 
with that of last year. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That is not 
what I have stated. I said that the Bill 
of last year was sent upstairs to a Com- 
mittee, which recommended that there 
should be a different Bill this year. I 
have said it was the same Bill as was 
introduced by the Progressive County 
Council. 


Mr. CROOKS said, as a matter of fact, 
it was not, for it contained a leasing 
clause. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That clause 
was in the Bill framed by the Progressive 
County Council. 


Mr. CROOKS asked why it was, in 
that case, that the Progressive Party had 
put on the Paper an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Bill. The leasing 
clause practically meant that they would 
be compelled to lease, and then exactly 
the same thing would happen as they had 
experienced in the case of tramway leases, 
under which the County Council had been 
unable to improve the hours of labour, or 
rates of wages, or reduce the fares. 
It was said that as there would he 
competition they would get a good price ; 
but what would happen would be that 
there would be an amalgamation of the 
electrical companies in London who would 
arrange the price before they went to 
the County Council. Many of the local 
authorities had already got electrical 
plant; were they going to allow a great 
trust to come in and practically scrap 
that plant, leaving the authorities to bear 
the burden of the rates? They had just 
heard from the President of the Board of 
Trade the same old official arguments. 
There had been no change of Government 
in his life. (‘*Oh.”] There had only been 
a change of representation in the House 
of Commons. They always got the 
same kind of argument from right hon. 
Gentlemen that everything was all 
right, and they must allow the present 
position of things to go on. They 
could never bring about a revolution 
merely with a change of representa- 
tion. The permanent officials were 
against the proposal. But he urged the 
House to open its eyes and not give away 
the inheritance that belonged to the 
people of London. The Council ought 
to have full power to supply the elec- 
tricity, because otherwise the Moderates 
and their friends on the Stock Exchange 
would “ rig” this electric supply as they 
“rigged” a loan a few days ago. 


*Mr. DICKINSON (St. Pancras, N.) 
said he hoped the House would pardon 
his intervention on this occasion, but he 
spoke on the authority of London Mem- 
bers, and had on their authority put an 
Instruction on the Paper. The County 
Council, now representing the opposite 
Party, put forward a proposal with which 
he disagreed, but in such a form that he 
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felt it difficult to oppose, because as it 
stood before the House it was a Bill with 
a great deal of which he could agree. 
The London Members felt that London 
stood at perhaps the most serious crisis 
in its municipal life. It was important 
that the House of Commons should 
understand the position of the Party now 
in ascendency on the Council. 


{COMMONS} 





It had | 


been frankly admitted that a subsidiary | 


clause of the Bill—namely, one empower- 
ing the Council to transfer its powers to 
a private undertaking—would in Com- 
mittee be made the main purpose of the 
Bill. Therefore this was a Bill which | 
proposed to start a system by which | 
powers given to a local authority might 
be handed over en bloc to a_ private 
undertaking. He thought that considera- 
tion ought to alter the position which 
had been adopted by the President of 


the Board of Trade. The right hon. | 
Gentleman had told them that he} 


was for acting on principles of local | 
autonomy, and that the London County | 
Council if they had these powers should | 
be left to decide whether they should | 
hand them over to a private company or | 
not. That principle of local autonomy | 
was new, so far as his connection with the | 
London County Council was concerned. | 
Even in the Bill of last year which pro-| 
posed to give the Council a free hand in 
dealing with this question of electricity 
the Board of Trade asked the House not | 
to allow the autonomy that was now | 
suggested. And surely London Members | 
of Parliament had also some right to | 
speak on behalf of London, and they | 
begged the House carefully to consider 
before it took a step which would grant 
to the County Council the right to do 
exactly what it liked in setting up a new 
system of franchises to private under- 
takings. The main question was as to| 
whether it was expedient that a public 
authority should actually work an under- 
taking such as this or that a private com- 
pany should do It was well that the 
House should be given an opportunity of 
really considering the question of the 
respective merits of public municipal 
ownership as against private enterprise. 
The hon. Member for Dulwich had 
announced himself as absolutely opposed 
to municipalities carrying on this work, 
but he had said that if it could be prov ed | 
that the work of the municipalities was | 
more beneficial than that of companies 
he would change his opinion. He! 


Mr. Dickinson. 
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(Mr. Dickinson) had had opportunities of 
studying municipal undertakings pretty 
extensively during many years, and he 
believed that it could be proved conelu- 
sively that work of this character carried 
on by a public authority was more effi- 
cacious and more economical than work 
carried on by companies. He could give 
the House many figures with regard to 
that, but he would avoid too much detail. 
He would draw the attention of the hon. 
Member to the Returns which had been 
given to the House of the respective 
trading capacity of municipal tramway 
undertakings and those of private tram- 
way companies.  [f hon. Gentlemen would 
look at those Returns they would see 
that on an average the municipalities 
had been able to lay down tram lines at 
a cheaper rate per mile than the com- 
panies, that they had worked them with 
a smaller percentage of working expenses 
on gross receipts and that their net revenue 
showed a considerably greater percentage 
return on the capital expenditure than that 
of the companies ; and moreover the net 
revenue per mile was larger than the net 
revenue per mile of the companies, and 
the average fare charged was smaller 


than the average fare charged by the 
companies. He could show that the 


same thing applied all through England, 
Scotland and Ireland. If they considered 
the southern tramway undertaking of 
the London County Council and com- 
pared it with the undertaking of the 
London United Tramways Company, 
they would find that the same thing 
held good throughout — there were 
cheaper fares, it was more economic- 
ally worked, and the return in actual per- 
centage on the capital was considerably 
greater in the case of the London County 
Council system. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Board of Trade 
had told the House that in his opinion 


the borough councils carried on their 
electric lighting undertakings more 
economically than the companies. That 
was perfectly correct, and the same 


thing applied in other countries. In 
Germany, the municipalities mide a 
point of working their own undertakings, 
and they did so with the approval of the 
trading community in those towns. 
That was one of the reasons why Germany 
had been so prosperous. And if they 
went to the United States they would see 
precisely the other thing happening. Any 
hon. Gentleman who had been through 





re 








457 London County Council 


New York knew perfectly well the con- 
dition of the streets in that city. No 
town he had ever seen was anything like 
<o bad as regarded its paving as New 
York. He had had the advantage of going 
through the streets of New York in com- 
pany with one of the principal officials 
of the municipalities of New York. He 
asked him the reason why the streets 
were in that condition, and he replied 
that it was due to the fact that the 
tramways had been leased and handed 
over to a company, with the control of 
the repair of the streets in the hands of 
that company, and he added that the 
council would not exercise their powers 
to force the company to repair the 
streets. If he had had a free hand he 
could have put the streets of New York 
into good repair in a few months. He 
ventured to ask the House, with the 
knowledge of what the granting of 
franchises had come to in American 
cities, whether it was not an im- 
portant question for them to con- 
sider whether they would establish that 
system in London. He believed no 
greater disaster could happen to Lon- 
don than that they should establish 
this system of franchise, which was at 
present unknown in this country. The 
President of the Board of Trade had 
referred to the Committee of this 
House which sat last year, and had 
pointed to a recommendation, as he 
called it, that appeared to indicate 
that one of the solutions, if not the 
proper solution, was to have some 
system of leasing. He wished to point 
out that this suggestion was not made 
the subject of any definite recommenda- 


tion. The Committee of last year 
brought up a Report which recom- 
mended that the powers of supply 


should be entrusted to the London 
County Council. That Report when 
it was drafted had no reference what- 
ever to any question of leasing, and 
it was not until the proposal was made 
by the hon. Member for Wolver- 
hampton that Clause 18 was inserted. 
Clause 18 read thus— 


“In recommending that the County Counc il | 


should be the authority, the Committee desire | 


to refer to the statement made by Mr. 


Llewellyn Smith, on behalf of the Board of | 


Trade, which they reyard as of great value. 
The Committee have in view the fact that the | 
County Council, as this authority, m may exercise 
its powers in more than one way.’ 


{9 May 


very 


| without any opportunity of 
| considering the terms and conditions. 


1907} 
And then they set out the three ways 
in which the County Council might 
exercise its powers, namely — 
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“Tt might undertake the whole work, 
providing every authorised distributor and 
every private consumer with electricity in 
bulk at a maximum scale of prices ; it might 
retain for itself one part of ike undertaking, 
while permitting a private enterprise to 
undertake another part ; or it might lease for 
a substantial consideration the whole enter- 
prise toa private enterprise, Lo resume posses- 
sion of it when its initial stages are over ; and 
the Committee add that they are of opinion 
that the Report of the finance committee of 
the County Council renders desirable a care- 


ful consideration of alternative schemes.” 


That was hased_ evidently on the 
statement made on behalf of the Board of 
Trade, and if hon. Members would look 
at the evidence that was given before 
that Committee they would find that 
Mr. Llewellyn Smith, speaking on be- 
half of the Board of Trade said— 

‘*‘T desire to avoid expressing any general 
opinion of the Board of Trade on this very con- 
troversial question of the comparative advan- 
tages of public and private management. If 
it were possible to arrive at some scheme 
which would combine the advantages of public 
control with the elasticity and initiative of 
private ente*prise you would have found the 
ideal solution of a very difficult problem, but 
that is not one upon which [am here to give 
any opinion. 

He ventured to submit that the ques- 
tion of leasing as against working had 
never really been considered by any 
Committee of the House, and that 
Members of the Committee who reported 
last year would themselves be the 
first to say that the proposals now 
before the House were not put for- 
ward in accordance with any recom- 
mendation they made. Although the 
Instruction which he had _ placed on 
the Paper could not be moved, he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade would consider 
carefully whether he was going to 
force them to have a private company 
thrust upon the ratepayers of London 
the House 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) said 
| that as a new Member of the House he 
viewed with pleasure and admiration, and 
with some amount of jealousy, the 
special pleading of the hon. Member for 
| Dulwich; but he thought Members both 
young and old would agree that they 
never anticipated that the President 
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of the Board of Trade 
the hon. Gentleman such a 
especially in face of some previous dis. 
cussions that had taken place in the 
House in regard to this particular subject. 
He had no _ intention of making 
quotations from some of the speeches 
delivered by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but if he did so it would show 
how easy it was to answer the fore- 
most of our statesmen, no matter to 
which Party they belonged, by their 
own previous statements. This was 
not the Bill of the London County 
Council that they were consider- 
ing. They were bound, whatever 
might be said by the President 
of the Board of Trade, to read into its 
clauses the expressed and published in- 
tentions of its present promoters. — It 
was utterly absurd to pretend that if the 
Bill as it stood were sent to a Committee, 
as was suggested by the President of the 
Board of Trade, the present County 
Council would accept it as a solution of 
this particular problem. They were 
going considerably to modify some of its 
clauses, and some of its principles they 
had expressed their intention of entirely 
removing. What was intended to be a 
subsidiary sub-section of the Bill was 
now to be made its main feature. The 
right hon. Gentleman would have 
been much better advised if he had 
suggested to the House that, as this was 
not the Bill of the present promoters, it 
would be much more reasonable and much 
more intelligent to refer the Bill back 
to them so as to enable them to 
bring up next year a measure based on 
their proposals—{Cries of “Divide, 
divide ” |}—because it was quite clear that 
the present proposals were not theirs at 
all. They had heard from the hon. 
Member for the City of London and 
others the absolute necessity of pre- 
venting snatch legislation. They 
been repeatedly told that it was 
always advisable when there was a 
sudden change public opinion that 
another opportunity should be given to 
the electorate to come to a decision on 
the new policy. He suggested, there- 
fore, that they were only taking what 
was usually termed a reasonable position 
—a conservative position—when they 
asked the House to reject a Bill which 
was repudiated by its original promoters 
and was now promoted by those who in- 
tended to alter its character entirely. 
Mr. J. Ward. 


{COMMONS} 


would run 
race, | Debate stood adjourned. 
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And, it being Eleven of the clock, the 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next, at a quarter past Eight of the clock, 


ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTY OF LON. 
DUN AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL [BY ORDER}. 

Order for Second Reading read and 
discharged, Bill withdrawn. 


SERVICES 


RTMENTS 


SUPPLY (CIVIL 
REVENUE DEPA 
MATES). 

Postponed Proceeding on Motion made 
on consideration of Question, “That a 
sum, not exceeding £11,117,751, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1908, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Post Office, including Telegraphs.” 


AND 
ESTI- 


A be 


Annan Bryce.)— 


Which Motion was, “ That Item 
reduced by £100,”—( l/r. 
resumed, 

Question again proposed, “ That Item 
A be reduced by £100.” 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, 
and objection being taken to further 
Proceeding, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


POLITICAL PENSIONS BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee). 


Clause 1 :— 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, 
and objection being taken to further 
Proceeding, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday, 3rd June. 


Adjourned at six minutes after 
Eleven o’clock. 
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HOUSE COMMONS. 


Friday, 10th May, 1907. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. }) Bill. 
Nee 


yassea, 
t 


Read the third time, and 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Boyndie, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
FRENCH IMMIGRANTS (RELIGIOUS 
ORDEKS). 
Petition from Inverary, for inquiry ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


LIQUOR 


Petition from Galashiels, in favour ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
against; from 
Folkestone ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions 


Staines ; and 
P] 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF 
MAINTENANCE). 
Petitions for legislation; from Barn- 
staple ; Barton-upon-Irwell; Blackburn ; 
and, York ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 
Petition from Walsall, for prohibition ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
VOL. CLXXIV.  [Fourtu Series. } 


{10 May 1907} 


Bungay ; | 


Questions. 

| LETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TEINDS, ETC. (SCOTLAND). 

teturn [presented 9th May] to be 

| printed. [No. 146.] 

CHARITY COMMISSIONERS (AGRI- 
CULTURAL LAND). 

Return [presented 9th May] to be 

[No. 148.] 


printed. 


EAST INDIA (PROGRESS AND CON. 
DITION). 

Copy presented, of Statement ex- 
hibiting the Moral and Material Progress 
jand Condition of India during the year 
1905-6, Forty-second Number [by Act} ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 149.] 

CLYDE PORTS (VESSELS 
ETC.). 
Return presented, 


[ordered 16th April ; Mr. Ainsworth] ; to 


ENTERING, 


relative thereto 


lie upon the Table. 


ULTIMUsS H-ek&RES (SCOTLAND) 
(ACCOUNT AND LIST OF ESTA7KS). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 9th May ; Jr. 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| [No. 147.] 


Runciman | St 


ANSIVERS 
THE VOTES. 


QUESTIONS AND 
|CIRCULATED WITH 


| Postal Service—Relatives in the same 
| Office. 
Mr. DUNCAN SCHWANN (Cheshire, 
| Hyde): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, seeing that on Ist March, 1901, 
| it was officially stated that exceptions to 
| the regulations prohibiting the relatives 
| of supervising ctticials receiving appoint: 
| ment at the same oflice were only made 
| owing to the absence of any suitable 
| person in the office, and that no mention 


KR 
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the sex of the officials, and 
in view of the fact that 


was made of 
females are 
exempt from the operation of the rule, he 
will state the 


“ 1 
Temaie 


‘eason for compelling a 
telegraphist at Brighton to 


remove to Worthing, owing to her father 
being an overseer in the Brig¢hton postal 
department ; and whether he will con 
sider her repeated applications to return 
te her home, in view of his recent decision. 

(2 dnsure '¢ d hy Mi ° Sy Ine / Du rton. ) 
rr y 
Che 


from Brighton in 


officer referred to was transferred 


i900 under the regula 
tions then in force. These regulations 
have since been modified, but the modi- 
fication has not been applied retrospee 
Sites 


tively, and no opportunity —h: 


the officer in 
Her case is bein 


borne in mind, and her tr 


ceeurred of re-transferring 
question to Brighton. 
nsfer will be 
arranged 2s soon as an Opport ilt it VY oceurs 
of doing so without injustice to othe 
Smithfield Post Office. 

Mr. LEA (St. 
ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
of the fact that the Post Ofttice 


Pancras, E.): To 
view 
acquired the upper port ion of the premises 
at Smithfield Market 


bran h olfice three 


inonths since, and that nothing has been 
done to place this additional accommoda 
tion at the « 
in view of th 
present basement, give mistriuctlons to 
proceed quickly with the work of im- 


provement. 


(Answered by Mr. Py dney 


Certain legal arrangements must be com- 


ry P 
HiUsion., ) 


pleted before a beginning can be made 
with the structural alterations required 
to adapt the upper portion of the Post 
Office building in Smithfield Market for 
official purposes. It is hoped that all 
outstanding questions will be settled 
shortly and a commencement made with 
the alterations, which are of an extensive 
character. 


MONS} 


(Juestions. AG 4 


Deductions from Probate Grant to 
County Mayo. 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury 


; 
of ] 
|« 


could he give the particulars of the 


different items which go to make up the 
sum of £2,300 which has been deducted 
by the Treasury from the probate “rant 
payable to the Mayo County Council in 
res: ect of land purchase. 


man.) rhe 


the Deat h 


(daswered hy Mr. Jun 
1907 
Duty grant payable to county Mayo was 


£1,292 16s. 1d. 


sum dedueted in from 


The sum dedueted is made 


Act, 1903— 
Arrears of annuities . : 60 


Unearned dividend on 


sues of stock ‘ ; 610 
Advance dividend —. ; 146 


Interest due but not re 


ceived ° ° e e ) 7 
Unproductive balance : 294 


repard to Grarantee 
i 


Less 
Fund under the Purch 
of Land (Ireland) <Act, 
Isg] é r * ; (Je) 


Revenue raised from Taxes. 
Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, 


To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 


Norwood 


whether he can state, for the year 1506-7, 


the amount of revenue raised by taxcs, 
distinguishing the revenue raised by per- 


manent enactment from the revenue 
raised by temporary enactirent, with the 


totals of each. 


Answered by Mr. Runciman :— 
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467 Questions. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Reinstatement | Lieutenant of 


of Henry Sorahan. 

Mr. THOMAS F. SMYTH (Leitrim, 
S.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if the Estates 
Commissioners have received an applica- 
tion for reinstatement from Henry 
Sorahan, for his farm at Cloonohill, on 
the estate of Dr. Dick, in the county of 
Leitrim ; and, as this estate has been 
sold, if arrangements will be made 
have this tenant reinstated. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they have 
inquired into the application referred 
to, and have decided to take no action 
upon it. 


Names and Occunations of Irish Deputy- 
Lieutenauts. 

Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): 

Scof Secretary to the Lorid-Lieutenant 

of Ireland whether he will consent to the 

issue of a Return showing the names and 

occupations of the 666 deputy-lieutenants 
of Ireland. 


To ask the 


(Answered ly Mr. There is 
no official record of the 
deputy-lieutenants. The names of these 
gentle ymen are set out, by 

Thom’s Official Directory 
that any useful purpose ‘would 1 
by the issue of a Pidlinastiacy 
giving the names. 


Rij reé ll. ) 
f 


occupations 01 


counties, in 
| do not see 
served 
Return 


Former Occupation of Irish Resident 
Magistrates. 

Mr. VINCENT (Cavan, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can sce his 
way to re-issue the list of resident 
trates, adding a column to show the 
previous occupation of each. 


magls- 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) A Return, 
presented in pursuance of an order of 
this House in 1895 shows, amongst other 
things, the former vocation of 
magistrates then serving. (Parliamentary 
Pa rper, No. 262, of Session 1895). It the 
hon. Member should see fit to move for 
a continuation of that Return I will offer 
no objection to its being granted, 


= 
resident 


Religious Denominations ish Officials. 
M B.d. M AC V E AGH (Down, S =F 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


{COMMONS} Ou 


| four lieutenants of 


Si20ns. {58 


Ireland whether, as no 
otticial record is available as to the denomi- 
nations to which they belong, he can state 
the names of the seventeen judges of the 
High Court, twenty-one county court 
judges, including five recorders, thirty 
counties and cities, 
forty-one Crown solicitors, and thirty-six 


| clerks of the Crown and peace, with the 
| counties to which those in the last four 


' classes 


to Mr. 





are attached. 


(Answered by Mr. DPirrell.) | should 
be quite willing to give a Return con- 
taining the information asked for if it 
could be shown that any useful purpose 
would be served. The information js 
given in full in Thom’s Official Directory 
and other publications. ) 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-L 
Ireland whether he can state the names 
of the present members of the Privy 
Council in Ireland; and whether there 
is any record as to their religious opinions. 


ieutenant of 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The namber 
mbers of 1e Privy Council in 

their names are 
Directory and 


e is no recor 





of me ti 
Ireland is seventy, and 
given in 
similar publications. Ther 
of the religious opinions of Privy 
Councillors. 


Thom’s Official 


Sale of Estate of Mr. J. Martin, of 
Bryanstown. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. James Martin, of Bryans- 
town, county Longford, who is the owner 
of a farm of 150 acres of land at Clogher, 
county Roscommon, is willing to sell the 
same to the Estates 
£3,000 for sub-division 
holdings ; and will the 
direct an inspection and offer 


Martin. 


Commissioners for 
amongst smaller 
Commissioners 
* tO be mad 


hy Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
that the estate 
sold to Mr. 

under the 


issloners ae 


(Ansuce 
Commissioners inform me 
referred to was. re 
Martin as tenant-purch: 
Act of 1903. The Comn 
not aware that Mr. in is prepar id 
to sell the holding, but in any event they 
are precluded by the Act of 1891 from 
making any further advances for the 


ently 
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purchase of the holding so long as it is 
subject to the repayment of the existing 
purchase annuity. 


Receivable Orders issued to Mrs. Ellen 
arreli, of Clonevit. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
ot Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Irish Land Cominission, through their 
solicitor, Mr. Franks, have made a claim 
on Mrs. Ellen Farrell, of Clonevit, 
Moydon, on the Conry estate, for two 
suns of interest amounting to £3 4s. 3d., 
from Ist November, 1906, to 21st Feb- 
ruary, 1907, at 34 per cent., which means 
an overcharge on this woman of 9s. 6d. 
on the instalments; and will he direct 
that the amount be properly calculated 
and a new form sent to her, 

(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am 
informed that on 24th November, 1904, 
Mrs. Ellen Farrell signed two purchase 
agreements. In one case the purchase 
money was £108 and in the other £222. 
The purchaser covenanted to pay interest 
in lieu of rent at 3} per cent. from the 
late of the agreements. The purchase 
moneys were afterwards reduced by 
azreement to £100 and £200, respec- 
tively, as from the 21st January, 1907. 
The receivable orders which have been 
issued to the purchaser have been 


calculated at the correct amounts. 


Irish Evicted Tenants —Case of Thomas 
eenan. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in case good solvent 
sureties are tendered for Thomas Keenan’s 
instalments for the farm at Mornnie, on 
the Cusack estate, from which he was 
evicted, he will be admitted as sole tenant 
in order to satisfy local feeling in this 


case, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners are at present 
inquiring into the circumstances of this 
case with the view of effecting a settle- 
ment. They will consider the suggestion 
contained in the Question, 


Army Pensions—Case of Thomas 
urphy. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the case of 
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Thomas Murphy, now living at Ballyclare, 
county Longford, on a small pension, who 
fought throughout the entire Crimean 
War in 1854 and 1855; and will he 
direct that this man’s pension be increased 
so as to enable him to refrain from having 
to work, being now in his eighty-iourth 
year, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
It is not possible to trace this case with- 
out the name of the regiment from which 
the man was discharged. If the hon, 
Member will kindly furnish this infor- 
mation, and, if possible, the date of 
discharge, inquiry shall be made into the 
case. 


Army Pensions—Case of John Tracy. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
consider the case of John Tracy, late of 
the 55tn Regiment, who served in the 
British Army for over twenty years and 
took part in the Indian Mutiny, including 
the Relief of Lucknow, the Mussura 
Campaign of 1868, and who is now 
~eventy years of age, and is living in 
poor circumstances near Arva, with a 
view to increasing his pension to 2s. per 
day during the remainder of his life. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
This man is in receipt of Is. 3d. a day, 
which is the highest rate of pension for 
which he is eligible under the regulation 
which applies. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. W. H. LEVER (Cheshire, 
Wirral), in moving the Second Reading, 
stated that the fact that he had the 
responsibility of performing this duty 
was due entirely to the fortunes of the 
ballot. This was a most important 
measure, and if effect were given to the 
proposal it would involve the expenditure 
of enormous sums of money. He acknow- 
ledged that he had derived great advan- 
tage from having the opportunity of 
referring to previous Bills on the same 
subject brought forward by the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire. 
The measure was drafted on the lines of 
those Bills. Some slight alterations had 
been made, the most important being the 
introduction of the principle of graduation 








471 
—if he might use such a term—in the 
commencement of the pensions. The 
object of the Bill was to provide old- 
age pensions for all persons over sixty- 
five years of age, but in order to bring 
the scheme into operation it was proposed 
that in the first year it should only apply 
to persons of seventy-five years of age 
and upwards; in the second year to 
persons of seventy years of age and 
upwards, and in the third year to all 
persons of sixty-five years of age and 
upwards. This graduation would serve 
two purposes. It would enable the 
President of the Local Government Board 
to perfect the machinery of the Depart 
ment without friction, and it would 
enable the nation to provide the means 
for paying the pensions. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer and the Govern- 
ment were favourable to the scheme, as 
was shown hy their declarations on the 
subject, and he asked the House to attirm 
the all-important principle of universal 
old-age pensions. The financial burden 
on the nation should be started in the 
way that people were best able to bear 
it. The position of Chancellors ot the 
Exchequer in the past with regard to 
old-age pensions reminded him of the 
husband who was always complaining 
that his wife’s continual cry was “ Money! 
money! money!” A friend asked hin, 
“What does she want it for, and what 
does she do with it.” ‘I have not the 
slightest idea,” answered the husband, 
“but I take precious good eare that she 
never gets any.” Chancellois of the 
Exchequer had certainly taken precious 
good care that no money was ever avail- 
able for the purpose of old age pensions. 
This was not a Party question, for all 
sides of the House were agreed that it 
was desirable to do something in this 
direction. The hon. Member for Preston, 
however, was going to oppose the bill 
on the ground that the country had not 
had an opportunity of expressing an 
opinion in regard to old age pensions. He 
(Mr. Lever) maintained that there was no 
topic on which the country had so often 
and so emphatically expressed an opinion. 
Prime Ministers and Cabinet Ministers 
had dealt with it in their election addresses 
for more than ten years, and the country 
had clearly and unmistakably expressed its 
satisfaction with the principle. ‘lhe reason 
actuating the hon. Member for Preston 
was that he believed not so much what 
was in his own Amendment as_ that 


Mr. WH, Lever. 


Old Age 
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| The 


| regulated employment made such a sys- 
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which he expressed in a recent speech, 
where he declared that old age pensions 
should be provided by employers and 
employees jointly, by habits of thrift and 
by insurance. There were, however, 
grave objections to the hon. Member's 


| proposal, for it was a very difficult thing 


to say who were employers and who were 
employees. The direct employer of 
labour was the servant of the public, and 
was really the employee of the consumer, 
At the dictate of the public the emp! ver 
engaged or dismissed men accordiny to 
the demand for his goods. He 
more than a straw floating down the 
stream of demand. ‘Then there was only 
one fund out of which the employer could 
pay old age pensious, that being the long 
service and devotion of his employee: 
A great many firms and. some railway 
comp.nies had provident schemes, but 
small employers had no fund out of 
which old-age pensions could be paid. 
demand from the public which 


was no 


item of pensions as that proposed by the 


| part 
| cltizens 


hon. Member most unfair and 
unjust. There was an obligation on the 
of the State to do tor 
what individual could 
not do for themselves. ‘Then again the 
employee's position was to be con-idered 
He might have done his duty to the 
State and he might have a large family. 
The placing out in life of all his children 
had to be considered, and for that reason 


most 


individual 


cit izens 


jalone he might be compelled to give up 





his old employment with his firm. He 
must not neglect the future advancement 
in life of his children, and he might not 
always be able to keep up the insurance 
money. With regard to thrift he was 
not quite sure that that was the largest 
virtue that could be asked of citizenship. 
He believed there were many virtues 
far more useful to this country to cultivate 
than that of thrift. The man or woman 
endeavouring to save for themselves 


} would at one period or another of their 


‘lives have to consider their children from 


the point of view of sickness or advance- 
ment in life. Was a father or mother 
going to say “ We shall hold ov to our 
old age pensions, we cannot call a doctor, 
and we will at a!l costs, whether tlie 
children get on in life or not, keep up 
the old age pension premium, so that 10 
old age we may have something to fall 
back upon ?” No father or mother worthy 
of the name would take that view. ‘The 





472 
ech, 
ions 
and 





473 Old Age 


narrow margin there was between income 
and expenditure in so many occupations 
for those who had children to maintain 
made the thrift line or the insurance line 
impossible, and to put such a problem 
betore the people of this wealthy country 
was not right. He knew of a case ina 
village in England which illustrated his 
point. He would not use any name, but he 
would give the woman to whom hereferred 
the name of Betty Jones. She and her 
husband were of the agricultural labouring 
class and never had more than l6s. a 
week. At one period the husband had 
no more than 12s.a week. They brought 
up twelve children. The girls went out 
to service and the boys to work on 
They were reared in a little 
cottage consisting of a but and a ben and 
all were doing well. For thirty vears 
vi her life this old lady declared she 
never set eyes on a sovereign piece. Now 
the husband was dead, and friends and 
neighbours had to keep her from going 
into the Could she have 
saved any hing for an old age pension f 
All would agree that she and her hus 
band had done their duty to the State. 
‘rom a national point of view she had 
ulfilled her duty to the State in a 
tigher manner by bringing up a family 
respectably than if she had saved any 
umount of money for thrift and exer- 
cised all the virtues in that direction. 


: Soa 
remiarkKadie e@x- 


farms. 


workhouse. 
| 
f 
} 
i 


He remembered one 
ample of thrift in the case of a wea thy 
man who was never known to give any- 
thing in his life. One day, however, he 
met a man in the village poorly shod 
and told him that if he went up to the 
house he would be given an old pair of 
boots whieh he had discarded. A few 
days later he saw the villager wearing a 
remarkably good-looking pair of bouts, 
‘Ah, John,” said he, * where did you get 
those boots from ?” “Qh, sir,’ was the 
reply, “they are the pair you told me 
to go and get!” “ Well, I never,” said 
the rich man, “I thought they were past 
mending! What did they cost you to 
mend?” Half-a-crown,” replied the 
new owner with satisfaction. ‘ Look 
here then,” rejoined the donor, “here is 
your hali-crown and you can take them 
back to my house.” They might say 
that Betty Jones was not thrifty and that 
the rich man was. He was not sure that 
they could defend the positions they had 
taken up in the way they had been 
accustomed to do even if it were possible 


{10 May 1907} 
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[to get people to keep up payments for 
| insurance money during the active period 
of their lives. It was an exceptionally 
| costly method. It was much more costly 
ior the working man than for the master, 
because the premium was smaller and 
the collection was made weekly. The 
master could pay by cheque twice or 
four times a year, and the cost of the bank 
account and the price of the cheque prac- 
tically represented the cost of collection. 
The insurance method by weekly pay- 
nents was an extravagant one and one 
which ought not to be forced upon any 
person against: his will. They looked to 
the State for a great many things, and he 
thought they must look to the State for 
old age pensions. He did not know if 
even the Member for Preston would say 
| they had done wrong in giving children 
free education. There were duties 
devolving on the State, which were that 
the State should do for the individua! 
citizen what it was out of the power of 
the individual citizen to do for himself. 
us they arrived at the point 
where the citizen could not do a certain 
thing which was necessary for his future 
welfare and happiness or his present 
| welfare and safety, at that point the 
State ought to step in. As children grew 
up they paid back to the State in the 
form of rates and taxes the money that 
was spent on their education. Free 
edueation was no gitt; it was excellent 


SO soon 


+ 


business ior the State to bring these 
children up, to make 
and able to carry on the 
State. There was a great obligation 
upon the State to ei e old age pensions— 
an obligation to a manly, independent 
nation which respected itself, and was not 
going to be under any obligation to any 
section of its citizens. The Bill provided 
that the pension should be personally 
applied for every week, and that, he 
thought, would settle who would receive 
five shillings per week. ‘To the poor man 
five shillings a week was all important, 
and he would not mind how long he had 
to stand at the end of a queue in order to 
eet it. On the other hand, the man whose 
time was valuable, whatever his position 
was, was not likely to go every week at 
a certain hour and apply for his five 
<hillings. From that reason alone 
it was a little difficult to tell what the 
scheme would cost. Commencing at 
the age of seventy-five years and 
upwards, excluding paupers and criminals, 


them good eitizens 


work of the 
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and making some allowance for those 
who, it was believed, would never apply 
for pensions at all, he calculated that it 
wouid cost something between £5,000,000 
and £6,500,000 ; commencing at seventy 
years of age and upwards it would cost 
from £12,000,000 to £13,500,000; while 
commencing at sixty-five years it would 
cost from £18,000,000 to £20,000,000 
per annum. He did not vouch for these 
figures; he only gave them by way of 
illustration. How was the money going 
to be raised? In considering this matter 
he had come across the very curious 
anomaly that there were only two classes 
of people in the United Kingdom who 
paid exactly the same rate in the pound 
in Imperial taxation. The one was the 
man with 20s. and under per week, and 
the other was the man with £1,000,000 
capital and over. When they found such 
was the case he thought it was clear that 
something was wrong. ‘That sprang from 
the way in which taxes were collected, 
from the system of indirect taxation 
through customs and excise and direct 
taxation through the income-tax. If they 
supposed that the working man, his wife 
and children, had as good appetites as 
the well to do, and, as they knew for a 
fact. that the working classes had Jarger 
families on the average, they found that 
the 30s. per head, which was the 
Government revenue from excise and 
custom duties, was £7 10s. per family, 
provided that the man was not a 
teetotaler and liked his pipe, and that the 
wife and children liked a cup of tea or 
coffee. If it was right to assume that 
their consumption of these things was 
equal to the average, then it was clear 
that these men paid £7 10s. a year 
in excise and customs duties, which 
was 3s. in the pound, or over. The 
millionaire paid is. in the pound. He 
also paid death duties—10 per cent. on 
£1,000,000—and insurance for these 
death duties would cost about another 
2s. in the pound, making a total of 
3s. in the pound. These two classes, 
therefore, paid the same amount. How 
were they going to get the money for 
this scheme 4 

reform. If they were to have tariff 
reform he believed it would increase the 
3s. paid by the working man to 5s. or 
6s., and decrease the 3s. on the 
millionaire to Is. or Is. 6d., or less. 
To apply a form of taxes on food would 
simply act as if they took these poor 

Mr. W. H, Lever. 
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He did not advocate tariff 
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people by the throat and held them and 
said, “ Hither pay these taxes or starve.” 
No section of the community could be 
made permanently prosperous and happy 
or successful by any unjust system of 
taxation. All the Government ought to 
do was to see that the methods of 
taxation were fair and just to every 
section of the community, and that every 
citizen had equal opportunities by the 
application of the principle of payment 
of taxation in accordance with ability 
to pay, and in proportion to the wealth 
of the individual. ‘The logic of that was 
that wealth required the most protec- 
tion—by armies, navies, and so on— 
and therefore must pay the most. 
Therefore, he suggested that they should 
take a step away from indirect taxation, 
and rather extend the system of graduated 
income-tax. He was firmly convinced 
that that was the proper thing to do. If 
they wanted to provide money for old 
age pensions they should commence with 
an income-tax of twopence per pound on 
incomes of twenty shillings per week. 
By that measure the people of the country 
would know for all time what they were 
paying for. They did not know that at 
present. It was the only way they could 
make the system of taxation fair to all 
classes. Then there was no reason why 
they should stop at one shilling in the 
pound for a rich man. He did not desire 
to press it to its utmost limit, but he did 
not think a one-shilling tax would cripple 


rich men in their industries, invest- 
ments, and so on. He believed if they 
omitted links in the chain of the 


graduated taxation, if they tried to leave 
one section of the community out, and 
did not embrace all, the whole fabric 
would fall to the ground. By omitting 
one link from the chain it would be 
possible on that account for the rich to 
pass the burden on to the poor, and so in 
the end to crush the poorest. They 
,ought to recognise the principle that it 
was a fair method of taxation, in fact the 
only fair one, and that by no other means 
could they lay the burden equally on 
every section of the community. His 
desire was to make this Bill as simple as 
possible, and free from all taint of 
pauperism. It should be administered by 
the Local Government Board or the 
Registrar-General, who had an intimate 
knowledge of the question. The money 
must be paid through the Post Office or 
!through the Registrar-General. But all 
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these details could be diseussed in Com- 
mittee; what they desired was that the 
House sould express its opinion on the 
Bill, so that when the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer came next year to fulfil the 

he might know 
exactly the House upon 
subject ; and that when they 


pledge he had given, 
views of the 
this great 


hed the question they would do 


approae 


nay of | 
so with a desire to settle it, and get a 
sreat principle established for all time. 
[t was not benevolence. If it were he 
1 
1 


did not think the manly independent 
working man would have anything to do 
with it, nor that the House of Commons 


would force it upon him, It was neither 


benevolence nor philanthropy. Benevo- 
lence and philanthropy were only a system 
of charity, and charity was the mother of 


pauperis:. ‘They wanted this scheme on 
stem of business. It was mere 


justice to the great masses of the people 
believed the 


Government was going to show what it 


of the country, and he 
meant. This Government had been re- 
turned on a programme of social reform. 


The country was ripe and eager for 


i 


social reform. Ile was certain the 
result of the scheme would he to produce 
better eltizens; he believed this 5s. a 


week would encourage thrift by giving a 
stimulus where at 
blank despair. He moved the Second 


Reading of the Bill. 


present there was 


‘sit. FL. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.) thought that they wight all 
tulate his hon. friend on his ad- 





congra 
mirable speech; but still more that the 
ballot had 
tunity of placing before the House of 
Commons, so clearly the principe of a 


given him the — oppor- 


system of universal old age pensions, 
and he trusted that the House would 
have the opportunity of putting on record, 
once for all, their opinion on that principle. 
It seemed to him that the form in which 
the hon. Gentleman had recast the Bill 
which he himself had drafted six years 
ago would give the Government useful 
sugvestions for the Bill which they had 
promised to bring in next year to deal 


i 


with this question. The figures which the 


hon. Gentleman had given showed that 


the problem of dealing with the question 


step by step was not a very formidable 
one. Nothing had grown so rapidly as 
public opinion on this 


He would 


the intelligent 
question of old age pensions. 
like to draw attention to the immense 
advance which the subject had made 
as compared with the old days when it 
was discussed for the first time. Each 
debate had helped to clear away many 
fallacies. In the very last debate of im- 
portance on the subject before the general 
election, on 6th May, 1904, Mr. Cripps, 
who no Jonger sat in the House, made 
the frank admission that all the schemes 
for old age pensions based on the 


lines of inquisitorial investigation of 
past records or with ineome_ tests 


would be ineentives to fraud, and 
that such tests and = inquiries into 
private character were infinitely cruel 


allude 


been the 


and demoralising. He would 


for a moment to what had 
experience in New Zealand in regard to 
this question. Inthat country they had had 
an old age pension system based upon an 
income test for a number of years—since 
1899—and even in that simple, almost 
idyllic community, where the application 
of such a test would be al 
compared with what it would be in the 


ssolutely easy, 


London or centres of 


Liverpool, Manchester, 


slums of great 
population like 
and Glasgow, it was found that it led to 
very serious frauds, which became so 
numerous that no later than 1905 an Act 
had to be 
machinery of the Act much more 
enable the New Zealand 
to deal with those frauds. 
differ- 


passed which made the 
stringent to 
Government 
They 
ences between this country and New 


were all aware of the 


Zealand, but he would say that if it was 


be 


found demoralising there, it would 
found infinitely more demoralising here. 
What Mr. Cripps said in 1904 expressed 
the real point at which the House and 
the country liad at last arrived, namely, 
that when they spoke of a pension they 
meant a pension which was to be given as 
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a matter of right and easily obtainable 
hy the simplest machinery the State could 
provide. Many inquiries had brought us 
to that point at last, were in 
this position, that we had a Government 
in ‘tea with najority, 
pledged to carry out that principle ina 
manner which was wholly divorced from 
the Poor Law or, at any rate, to lay in 
the present yea the corner stones of the 
finance on which it should rest. There 
question upon which a mandate 
was given by the electors, and = the 
mort 
They 


ters down to 


and now we 


an irresistible 1 


Was ho 

working class eleetors es peciall 4 
this q vestion. 

snew that from yi net Mi: 11 

the humblest ene tl Ci il Service, 


definitely than up 





they held their pensions, not as a charity 


S- 


or because of destitution, but as a right, 
and as a sort of deferrea pay or annuity 
which was due to them. ‘hese men had 
turned their powers, possibly from 
more reminerative walks of life, to 


State, and this was 
which they received 
deferred pry. Why 


the use of the 
the ground on 
these 


H ensions or 


not apply the same reasoning with 
infinitely ereater force to those who 


their hands? He wished 
this question 
that he had 

1 
could 


worked with 
to say, having 
for a very long period, 
come to the conclusion that they 


studied 


justify old age pensions on an economi 
basis and on the _ strictest 
erounds. Des pite all the 

which had been conferred by legislation 
on labour in its capital, 
labour did not yet get its proper share 
oi the weaith it created. ‘They 
perfectly well that in all barguinings, 
Whether it was for wages or whether it 
was for rent, the weaker side got the 
worst of the bargain and went to the 
wall. The worker, although he had the 
trade organisation to 


economic 
advantazes 


contest with 


knew 


franchise and his 


help him, only got a bare margin over 
starvation and de 
with the united and en- 
capital and land- 


secured the 


for existence 
trenched forces of 
lordism. He really 


full living wage they wished to see. It 


neve! 
was only the growing conviction of the 
more thoughtful and far-seeing employers 
that it was to their own interest, and that 
higher wages and better conditions paid 
for themselves in such an _ increased 
quantity and quality of work. It was 
therefore the duty of the State to redress 

Siu F. 


Channina. 
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this unfair balance. Old age pensions 
meant not only the making good by the 
State of what was due for loyal service, 
but securing to the workers 
their labouring days over that 
reasonable wealth they 
1 which had been far too lone with 
held. He put old age pensions very 
much on the same footing ; 
tion of rates. It 
ment, because of destitution 
ing in the East End of 


se : 
were equalise {, 


when 
were 
share of the 


create 


as thee ju tlisa- 





was not, in his judg- 
and suffer. 
London, that 
but asa debt due eco 
morally by the State. 
he was far too m ich of 


rates 
nomically as well as 
Lz i . e 
tie did not deny, 
an individualist to» deny, 
ideal of all man and 
woman—vwwhether as small holders on the 


land or as 


that the hichest 
Was to vive ever 


members of prosperous produ 


tive co-operative societies, or whatever 
they were—the opport Inttvy OL ea ning 
wages or making pro 
vide, not 6 nly for the healthf 
of their families and those 
them, but also for la ving a t 


iside son ne 


to make happy and contented their old 


+ 


fits suflicient to pro- 
ful bringing up 


depend nt Upon 


age. Failing that opportunity, however, 
it was only justi ‘e that the State should 
make a provision for its citizens as 

right and 
pauperism, 
supporter of the 
ley by which the young ma 


therefore free of the taint of 

In the old day ; he was a 
scheme of Canon Black- 
n was to be en- 
into putti 


sun —a nest egg whit 


couraged, not to sry coer ed, 
by a certain 

when it grew 
for the pro\ ision of a pension for his old 








would form an insurance 


age. Ti such a scheme hat been possible 
to adop* it would have been an normous 
benefit to this country. In supporting the 
proposals of this Dill he wholly den‘ed that 
they were acting contrary to the I — 
upon which the great thri and 
friendly societies were estab Babe: 1 Ona 
the contrary, they tegarded the splen- 
did work of the societies as one of 


the greatest assistance in this cause, and 
by this reform they wanted to strengthen 
and not to weaken it. He believed 
with Mr. Charles Booth, that if they 
solid foothold of hope 
that if he saved he would have something 
in the end worth saving for, that hope 
was the greatest of stimulants to human 
motives. He had recently talked over 
this subject with one of the ablest social 
workers in this 
carrying on investigations in the North 


country who was now 
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of England with a view to laying the 
results before the Poor Law Commission, 
and was assured that these investigations 
tended to show that Mr. Charles Booth’s 
view was sound, and that the endowment 
of old age by a pension given as 
a right would strengthen human nature 
and strengthen the motives for thrift 
more than anything else. What could 
help human nature to do tie best for 
itself more than to lift from the human 
mind that demoralising and intolerable 
dread an] sense of despair, that a man in 
middle life had the feeling that he was 
compelled to see little by little the destruc 
tion of his savings, to divest himself of 
every shred of the money he had laid by, 
in order to quilify bimself by total des 
titution for the p'tiable and degrading 
last refuge of human existence in the 
workhouse? His hon. frieud the Member 
for Wirral had touched upon the question 
of the evils which coull result from 
over-sav ng, and over-eagerness to put 
and the result it might have 
upon the physique of the family, and he 
did not wish to labour that point, but he 
did hope that hon. Members in every 
part of the House who were not familiar 
with Mr. Rowntree’s book on Poverty 
in York and had not studied the facts he 


] 
} 


py money 


| ry analysis of the budgets of the 
poor in York, would do so. Hon. 
bers would realise what it really meant 

they considered that in the case 
of aman who was of the very best type 


of the thrifty anid 


proy ed 
Mem- 


when 


de erving class of 
working man earning 20s. a week, and 
a teetotaler who paid 1s. a week for his 
iriendiy society, that man was only left 
with the sum for the food of his family 
of tive of 11s. a week, or a sum which 
was 4s, 5d. below the sum which the 
Local Government Board insisted upon 
as the minimum dietary scale for the 
same number of persons in the workhouses 
in York. That showed the folly of 
insisting that these poor people ought to 
qualify themselves for an old-age pension 
by proving that they had 
savings by thrift. He would also very 


made 


respectiully suggest to Members of the 


House another source of information of 
great importance, and that was the 


valuable statement appended hy the 


late Mr. Lecky to the Report of one of 


the Committees, in the ecurse of which 
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hs said what might seem a paradox, that 
siving in one sense might be the cruel- 
lest form of improvidence. They had to 
consider the position of the working 
classes of this country not under any 
ideal and theoretical conception of their 
position and conditions of e nployment 
and of the income they could earn and 
the savings they might make. They 
had to consider the actual social situation 
as it existed and to provide a remedy 
which in their opinion and in the 
opinion of some of the greatest thinkers 
and reformers would strengthen and 
manhood and 

highest encouragement 
to move towards a better social state. 
T'wo classes were not aifected by this 
Pill at first. ‘To those who were well off 
and would be better off by saving, or to 


not weaken self-reliance 


and give the 


the wastrel who cared for nothing but 
the coarse brutal indulgence ot the 
moment, the guarantee of 5s. a week at 
the age of sixty-five would have very 
little effect one way or the other. The 
real thing to consider was the meaning 


o: this Bill and its effect on the vast 
intermediate struggling class of small 
earnings whose employment was un- 


certain, whose instincts made them long 
for better positions and greater security ; 
who were capable of having brought 
before their imagination a happier and 
hopeful outlook. Would the 
certainty of a pension make them less 
industrious, or would it change the sense 


inore 


struge ing agalust despair, 


yf hopeless 
with the workhouse at the end, to the 
tangible footiold on modest happiness 
free from disgrace, and where the holiest 
influence of the world, family affection, 
would have full play? He was glad to 
second the adoption of this Bill. He 
regarded these social problems from the 
point of that this House was 
endeavouring to throw open the doors for 
He was an individualist, 


view 


human effort. 
and wished to see these people given an 
opportunity by self-help and enlightened 
education to build up a state of society 
in which this pitiful state of things 
was no more to be allowed to go on, but 
would be got rid of altogether by this 


system. He regarded an old age pension 


scheme not as a complete and 
solution for the country, but rather as a 


final social 


temporary expedient, a sort of crutch for 
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the urgent necessities of their social 
condition which might operate as a 
stimulus to welldoing now and to a 
better use of the opportunities which he 
hoped an enli htened Parliament would 
place within reach in the future. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That this Bill be read a second time.”— 


(Mr. Leve r.) 


%% 
‘Mr 
a’ Abe 


moving 


HAROLD COX 
“That this 


further with a 


(Preston) in 
House declines to 
proceed measure which 
would enormously add to the national 
expenditure until the country has had 
an opportunity of saying whether it is 
willng to bear the necessary burden of 


p 
1 
taxation” said that he realised as every 
body must the immense importance of 
old-age pensions. But on this occasion 
the House had not to discuss an abstract 
Kesolution in favour of old-age pensions, 
ticular Bill 
which if carried would go automatically 
to a Standing Committee. 





but the provisions of a pai 


This Bill gave 
a pension of 5s. a week bo every body, 


whether rich or poor, deserving or 


undeserving, In order to mitigate the 
evil effect of the Bill his hon. friend the 
Member for Wirral had argued that the 
rich would not trouble to attend to draw 
their pensions. Lut in practice it would 
be impossible to compel enfeebled old 
people to attend every week to draw 


their pensions. 


Mr. W. H. LEVER pointed out that 
there was a clause providing that if it 
were certified that it would be injurious 
to the health of an applicant to attend a 
substitute could be appointed to draw 


the pension. 


*Mr. HAROLD COX said it was quite 
sufficient for his argument to say that 
personal attendance could not be en- 
forced in each ease, and therefore they 
that the 


who 


were bound to assume vast 


majority of the people became 
entitled to a peusion of 5s. a week would 
proceed to draw it. After three years it 
would cost the country £26,000,000, and 
he would like to point out that it would 


’ ia M 
Su fF. Channing, 
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very quickly cost a good deal more, 
because it would soon be discovered thet 
5s. a week was quite insufficient to live 
upon, and also that people under sixty- 
five would also require pensions. All 
this money was to be paid by the tax- 
payer. No Member of the House hada 
mandate for such a thing as this. He 
challenged any Member to rise and say 
that he told his constituents that he was 
prepared to support a Hill for old-age 
pensions that was going to cost the 
country £26,000,000 a year. 

Mr. W. H. LEVER: I think I oid. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : And so 
did I. 

*Mr. HAROLD COX suid that at all 
events the Government were very careful 
about committing themselves in this 
‘committing 

They did 


to a reduction of 


matter. They abstained from « 


themselves to old age pensions. 
commit themselves 
taxation, and if this Bill were passed 
there could never be a reduction of taxa- 
tion. One of the favourite arguments 
} 


used 


during the election was that the late 
Government gained the election of 1900 
on a particular issue, and then pushed 


forward measures dealing 


with education and licensing. 


unpopular 
That was 
universally condemned. But that was 
a venal offence compared with this, 
because, though what the late Govern 
ment did was outside 
it was not in violation of them; but what 


the hon. Member asked His Majesty's 


their pledges, 


Government to do was to 
Bill which would prevent them carrying 
out their pledges to reduce taxation. On 


pass a 


the basis of our present system of taxa- 
tion every man who voted for this Bill 
voted for an increase on the income-tax 
of 50 per cent. and for doubling the 
His hon. friend 


below him wished the House to commit 


duties on tea and sugar. 
themselves on this particular Dill as an 
instruction to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer next year. 


Mr. W. H. LEVER said he asked the 


Ifouse to commit itself to the principle 
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of old age pensions. 
particular Bill did not commit itself to 
an expenditure of £26,000,000. It com- 
mitted itself to £5,000,000, £10,000,009, 
and £15,000,000. 


*Mr. HAROLD COX said it was 
clearly not the scheme which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had in his mind 
when he made his Budget speech, be- 
cause the right hon. Gentleman had 
since stated that he hoped to reduce the 
income-tax in the future and abolish the 
sugar tax. The hon. Member for Wirral 
had told the House that he was in favour 
of extending the income-tax downwards. 
Ile agreed with his hon, friend as to the 
necessity of extending the income-tax 
downwards. Our present taxes on tea and 
sugar were grossly untair to the poorest 
classes of our taxpayers, and personally he 
wanted to ges rid of this unfair taxation 
on the poorest people. It was said 
recently by one hon. Member in the 
House that if they wanted old age pen- 
sions they must pay for them. ‘The 
Labour Party had a scheme for the im- 
position of a super-tax on the incomes of 
the rich. Buatin the evidence given by 
Sir Henry Primrose before the Sele-t 
Committee presided over by his right 
hon. friend the Member for the Forest of 
Dean it was stated that a super-tax on 
incomes over £5,000 ranging between 
6d. to 2s. in the £ would only yield 
£6,500,000. Where was the rest of the 
money to come from for old age pensions { 
t could only come from taxes on commo- 
dities, and any general system of taxa- 
tion on commodities meant inevitably 
the abandonment of free trade. Nearly 
all our taxes on commodities at present 
were partially protective, such as the 
taxes on sugar, tobacco, and 
Directly hon, Members put this issue to 
the country the people would be led 
astray, as other nations had been, to 
choose the broad and easy path, rather 
than take the narrow and difficult path, and 
to plump for taxes on commodities instead 
of for direct taxation. ‘The House was 
invited by an hon, Member who professed 
to be a free trader to steer straight for pro- 
tection. He was quite certain that his 
hon. friend had no desire to lead the 
country to protection, but that would 
be the direct consequence of his 
proposal. He observed that this very 
suggestion had been kindly made 
to this country by one of our Colonial 


coeoad,. 
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visitors. The other day Sir William 
Lyne, one of the delegates from Australia 
to the Colonial Conference, suggested that 
we should tax foreign foodstutis for the 
benefit of the Colonies, and incidentally 
to provide old age pensions at home. The 
House no doubt might be told that Aus- 
tralia succeeded in getting old age pensions 
under her protective system. No doubt 
Sir William Lyne would point to the 
success of their system in Australia ; but it 
was very easy for Australia to pay old age 
pensions up to £1,500,000 a year, because 
they got towards the cost of their Navy 
£4,0)0,000 or £5,000,000 a year from free- 
trade Englan?. Let them consider how 
the system worked in Australia. The 
Australian system tried to diseriminate 
between incomes, and broke down in 
three Colonies where the attempt was 
made. In Victoria the system was on 
the whole carefully administered. They 
began with a pension of 10s. a week, but 
the burden on the taxpayer was found to 
be too heavy, and the pensions were 
cut down to 8s. They also com- 
pelled children to contribute to- 
wards the support of their parents. 
There was also the wise provision that 
pensions were not confined to any par- 
ticular age; a pension was given to a 
man at any age when he needed it 
on the ground of infirmity. In Victoria 
there was a cripple twenty-seven years of 
age in receipt of a pension. Moreover, 
they refused pensions to drunkards. 
But this Bill would give a man a pension 
no matter how great a drunkard he was. 
It would give a pension to everybody, 
providing they had been successful enough 
to escape six months imprisonment with 
hard labour. Everybody would be en- 
titled to 5s. a week, however vicious their 
lives might have been. In his Budget 
speech the Chancellor cf the Exchequer said 
he looked forward to a reduction of Poor 
Law expenditure as a result of giving 
old age pensions. But that anticipation 
was negatived by the experience of 
Australia. ‘The registrar of old age 
pensions in Victoria on being asked what 
had been the effect of old age pensions 
on the vote for charitable institutions, 
said it had made practically no difference 
whatever. ‘The inspector of charities 
said— 

“Tt has not affected the number of persons 
relieved in any way. The places of these who 
go out of the charitable institutions are filled 
up at once, and the average is exactly the 
suine as it was before the Act was passed.” 
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Other witnesses went on to say— 


“© Old-ave pensioners were far better looked 
after in ins catituti ions than when left to them 
selves. It is a cruel kindness to give some 
persons pensions. They are not fit te 
have pensions, there is no cne t> look after 
them, they simp!y go into the hospitals at 
intervals to get fixed up, and then go out 
again. 


aged 


The honorary treasurer of the Melbourne 
Ladies’ Penevolent Society 
whether poverty was increasing or de- 
creasing in Victoria, and replied— 


was asked 


** We do not think that poverty is increasing, 
but we think the tendency to ask for assistance 
is increasing.’ 


They had the same story from New 
South Wales. The registrar of old-age 


pensions there stated that the anticipated 
relief to the charitable 
institutions had not been realised. The 
acting Government statistician of New 
South Wales had given figures showing a 
great increase in the expenditure on 
charitable institutions, and said— 


pressure on 


‘it was antic ‘ipa ted that when the old: 
Pensions Act was passed it would aatiien elfect 
of relieving the pressure upon charitable in- 
stitutions, but the figures given clearly indicaie 


that such is not the ease.” 





Dealing with this matter in their Report 
the Members of the Commission made 
the strange statement that there had not 
been yet suflicient time to produce any 
marked evidence of the change ; but 
unfortunately such evidence of any change 
that had occurred was wholly in the 
wrong direction, it was all towards an 
increase of cost. ‘The officer administering 
the charity vote in New South Wales 
said- 

‘f wish to impress upon the Commission 
that many of the persons to whom we have 
granted assistance 8 re quite satisfied to rely 
upon themselves until thev were re erred by 
the old age pensions authorities to our de 
partment. When they found they could not 
establish their claim to an old age pensio! 
they at the time aware that 
other means of relief were available to them.” 


Lecame 


same 


words the establishment of 

pensions in New South Wales 
had actually stimulated these peisons to 
come foiward and ask for Poor Law 
relief. It was interesting to find 
that the Australian evidence declared 
that the system there had not encouraged 
thrift. The superintendent of the Mel- 
bourne Benevolent Asylum said— 


In other 
old age 


‘“*T think that the ; ayment of these P ensions 
has a tendency to increase pauperism.” 


Mr. Harold Cox. 
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One of the witnesses before that 
Cominission, the registrar of old-age 
pensions for New South Wales, cave 
a pitiful instance of an old lady who had 
struggled on for many vears trying to 
support herself, and did so unti} she had 
reached the end of her little capital, 
He said— 

* She was a 
no friends, and 


spinster, apparently with few or 
had been fighting for life with 
her back to the wall for many 
only came out into the open when she was 
driven to do so by necessity. She was refused 
a pension beeause she was not qualified by 
age. 

The system of fixed 
inevitably led to dishonesty. ‘There 
was overwhelming evidence of _ this, 
The New South Wales registrar, quoting 
from the New Zealand Report, said that 
New Zealand had to revise the whole of 
her pension list, on account of the undue 
confidence which placed in the 
statements of 
mencement of the Act. 
iven of persons with larg 
property prete nding to be 
pensions. A woman 
pension on the recommendation of a 
man who testified to her moral and 
reputable life. It subsequently  trans- 
pired that she living with the 
man as his mistress, though married 
to another man. On the other hand 
many respectable people  suflered in 
silence rather than undergo the humilia- 
tion of being cross-examined about their 
past and present lives. There was strong 
evidence also of children evading their 
obligation to keep their parents : 


years 3 she 


and income 


ace 


was 
pensioners. at the com- 
Numerous in- 
stances were : 


3 
poor In order 


to gei received a 


Was 


Ithough 
possessed of ample means. That reminded 
him of the lady alluded to by the hon. 
Member for Wirral. She must have }een 
extremely thrifty to have brought up 
so many children, and their obvious 
duty was to keep her now. The 
Australian Commissioners proposed that a 
penalty should be imposed for supplying 
an old age pensioner with intoxicating 
drink. Presumably, pensioners were 
then to go about marked in such a way 
as to make it known that they were 
pensioners, and must be deprived of 
the liberty of taking a glass of beer. It 
was impossible to urge that a man 
was entitled of right to a _ pension, 
and at the same time to deprive him of 
a liberty that other men enjoyed. What 
was the abstract case put forward by the 
advocates of this scheme ? It wes thatas 
a pension was given to soldiers and 





eve 
1 

pre 
mal 
the 


488 


that 
-age 
cave 
had 
¥ to 
had 
ital, 


WW or 
with 
; she 
Was 
‘used 
l by 


ome 
here 
this, 
ting 
that 
le of 
due 
the 
om- 

in- 
irge 


der 








489 Old Age 


civil servants, so also it ought to be 
siven to those in other employment. 
‘the Government paid these pensions 
because it was part of their contract 
as employers, and because on the whole 
by that means they obtained the ser- 
vice at a lower rate. It was part 
of the bargain between the State and 
their employees. The State paid a 
pension to its civil servants, simply 
because it was the employer. Many 
private employers did the same. He con- 
tended that the hon. Member for Wirral 
had an obligation to those whom he 
employed, but he certainly had no obliga- 
tion to give an old age pension to 
those he did not employ. Let them 


tuke the case of two competing 
tradesmen in the same street. Not 
only were they not helping one 


another, but they were hindering one 
another. How unfair it would be 
that, when the time arrived for one of 
them to take a pension, the other should 
» called upon to help to provide him 
with that pension, The 
old age pensions was to set up a right, 
hut that must depend on the recognition 
of a corresponding obligation. If it was 
said that there was a right to old age 
pensions, then they ought to specify on 
whom the obligation to pav those pensions 
rested. If the obligation rested any- 
where it rested on the employer. Certain 
people said—‘* Why do you oppose this ; 
itis only a readjustment ? You have got 
to keep the old people somehow.” But let 
them see where that argument would land 
People also must have bread 
every day. Why make them pay for the 
bread they wanted? Why not readjust 
imatters—buy the bread out of the taxes of 
the country, and then distribute the bread 
all round the houses? It was only re- 
adjustment. Why notecarry the principle 
till further 7? We mustall have clothing. 
Why put women to the trouble of choos- 
ing their own clothes? Why not put 
millinery and dressmaking bills on the 
Consolidated Fund and distribute the 
clothing to each house? Possibly a little 
more readjustment would then be 
necessary ; and perhaps that was the 
reas. n why his hon. friend would post- 
pone this proposal until women had 
votes. Again, how could there be a 
right to old age pensions if they were 
only to begin at the age of sixty-five ? 
[An Hon. MEMBER: Civil servants. | 
Civil servants were under contract to 


them. 
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receive pensions. The proposition was 
that up to the age of sixty-five nobody 
was to receive a pension, even though 
starving; but after that age everybody 
was to receive the pension of 5s. at other 
people's expense. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE 


They need not claim it. 


(Darlington) : 


*Mr. HAROLD COX agreed that was 
so ; but they had the right to claim it, and 
if it was a right, then he thought his 
hon. friend was perfectly justified in 
saying that the pension must he given to 
everybody. Theabsurdity followed that 


| people with £50 a week were to have 


a right to claim an extra 5s. a week, 
if they wanted it. That alone con- 
demned the proposal. Then again, if it 
Was a right, it could not be dependent 
character. Everybody must be 


|entitled to it, however bad a character 


whole idea of | 





and however bad a citizen he might have 
been. He might have spent his life not 
in helping his country but in injuring 
his country, by his own vicious conduct ; 
he might have been an idle, drunken 
blackguard, yet, when he reached the 
age of sixty-five, he was entitled to draw 
5s. a week out of the pockets of hard- 


working, sober, and thrifty men. This 
was what his hon. friend called social 
reform. He contended that if they were 


going to establish old age pensions on the 
basis of right, they must also be established 
on the basis of contribution. There 
could not be a right unless there was 
contribution ; and he was glad to say 
that the right hon. Member for West 
Birmingham had always insisted that old 
age pensions without contribution were 
impossible. He might also ask, if it was 
a right, how did they fix the pension at 
? When there was a _ contribution, 
then the right naturally arose out of the 
contribution. Each man paid in so much, 
and one got out in proportion to what 
he paid in. But if they were going to 
say that there was a right to old age pen- 
sions apart from contribution why fix the 
amount at 5s. any more than 10s. or £10 
or £100% There was just as much right 
to the one as theother. Without contri- 
butions old age pensions were not a right 
but a charity. ‘They were another form of 
outdoor relief. That brought him to the 
German system, which presented many 
great advantages. At any rate, as far as 
he had been able to ascertain, the 
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Germans were thoroughly convinced that 
it was a sound, useful, and popular 
scheme. The essence of the German 
system was compulsory insurance against 
the various risks of life. In conversation 
with the head of the Poor Law Depart- 
ment in Berlin he told him what was 
proposed in England. The head of the 
Wepartment looked at him and said, 
* Will you repeat that statement ?” 
and he did. ‘“ Well,” he said, “if I did 
not see you were so serious | would 


4 fy 


not 


believe that the English people would be 


so foolish as to give old age pensions 
without contribution.” The essence of 
the German system, as he had said, was 
compulsory insurance, and it began with 
insurance for sickness in the year 1883 ; 
compulsory insurance — for 
followed in 1884, and old age and 
infirmity insurance in 1888. The system | 
had been tested for a sufiiciently long 
period. The accident insurance was paid 
entirely by the employer; the sickness 
insurance was paid, one-third by 
employer and two-thirds by the work- 
men; the old age and infirmity insur- 
ance half and half, with a subsidy of 
£2 10s. a year from the State t» 
each pension. The old age pension, 
properly called, did not begin 
until the age of seventy; the infirmity 
pension rightly began at any age, pro- 
vided that the man was infirm and was 
unable to earn more than one-third of the 
average wage. The official description of 
the old age pension was that it “ formed 
an addition to the earnings of the old, 
but not incapacitated, working people, 
and made some amends for the 
diminished vigour of age.” “ Infirmity 
pensions offered compensation for the loss 
of capacity to work.” It was interesting 
to note that under the German 
old age pensions properly so called were 
rapidly disappearing, and were being 
replaced by infirmity pensions, That 
was another proof that an old age pension 
ata fixed age was an absurdity and could 
not last, because some men were quite 
young at the age of seventy and others 
were old at forty. There was a surrender 
value in case of death to the benefit of 
one of the relations. The contributions 
of workmen towards their own old 


sO 


system 





pensions were invested largely in building 
workmen’s houses. The system was 
sound in equity as well as in economies ; it 
was better to conipel an individual to pay 
for his own pension than to compel him | 


Mr. Harold Cor. 
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as a taxpayer to pay for somebody else's, 
He contended that it was part of the 
duty of life to make provision for old age, 
The State compelled education, surely it 
had also the right to compel thrift. “He 
knew, of course, that a system of com- 
pulsion involved many difficulties, and a 
great amount of bureaucratic supervision, 
which Englishmen, many of them, re- 
sented. But he would point out to hon, 
Members below the gangway opposite 
that these forms of interference by 
Governinent were necessary concomitants 
of Socialistic legislation. ‘They could not 
have Socialism without tyranny. 


Mr. THORNE (West Ham, S.): You 
have it now. 


Lchl 


*Mr. HAROLD COX said that was 
why he believed that the Englis} 
when they came to scan this question 


more closely, would be content to rely on 


1 people, 





their own system of private effort, com- 
bined with their histcrie system of Poor 
Law. As a matter of fact, the demand 
for old age pensions had become more 
brisk during the last few years, in which 
there had been immense progress mac 
towards supplying old age — pensions. 
Numbers of voluntary scheme had 
proved successful. The London and 
North Western Railway Co up had a 
very valuable pension scheme. 

Mr. WARDLE (Stockport) : Which is 
insolvent. 

*Mr. HAROLD COX said the pen- 
sions were paid; and = li imagined 
that behind that insolvent = scher 
if it were insolvent, were the — share 


holders of the company who would see 
that the pensions were paid. He 
refer to two both of 
were started by Members of the House, 
and both of which were paying large 
pensions at the present time. In Colm: 
many workmen were receiving pensions 
ranging from &s. to 17s. 6d. per week ; 
foremen’s pensions ranged froin 21s, tu 
55s. per week, and many widows also 
received pensions. Reckitt’s paid pen- 
sions ranging from 10s. t 5) K 


ms. a Ween. 
} 


Mis hit 


schemes, which 


ns 


He would like to ask the House whether, 
of 44.6 "} ) 1 1] 
W this Bill were pa sed, these admiravls 
pension schemes would be brought to an 


end ; or, in the other alternative, would 
the employers who were discharging this 
honourable duty be taxed in order to 





49 


rel 
un 
ha 
per 
wh 
in 
the 
we 
ins 
the 
fac 
plo 
we! 
tim 
like 
unt 
han 
schi 
of | 
pai 
age 
at 5 
in | 
pay 
Dut 
agri 
150 
mel 
for 
ben 
pr \ 
wer 
chan 
in 0 
but 
had 
to t 
not 
It 1 
Thu: 
whic 
colle 
desti 
ques’ 
perly 
we d 
vious 
becat 
you 
Teaso 
regar 
are gs 
yours 
to ma 
that 
of th 
coneli 
claim 
exten 
and t) 


VO 


499 


e's, 
the 
ige, 
y it 
He 
om- 
da 
ion, 


10n, 
site 
by 
ints 
not 


ore 


oa 
hich 





9 al 

1} 
ould 
this 


r to 





493 Old Aye 


relieve other employers who had not 
undertaken the duty? His hon. friend 
had pointed out that a great many 
people had not regular employment, 
which made the establishment of pensions 
in such cases impossible. It was just for 
these very people that friendly societies 
were so useful. Friendly societies and 
insurance societies were capable of filling up 
the gap which was necessarily left by the 
fact of many men being irregularly em- 
ployed. Many of the friendly societies 
were doing that work at the present 
time, thongh not so many as he would 
like to see, because many of them had 
unfortunately been induced to stay their 
hands in the belief that a Government 
scheme wascoming. In the Orwell Lodge 
of Independent Oddfellows, 3d. per week 
paid by a man under twenty years of 
age gave him a pension of 5s. per week 
at sixty-five. There were very few men 
in this country who could not afford to 
pay 3d. per week. There was the 
Dunmow Society, which, in a_ purely 
agricultural district, had the names of 
150 pensioners on its books. Were these 
men, who had themselves made provision 
for their own old age, to be taxed for the 
benefit of those who had not made that 
provision ? He admitted that if they 
were going to treat the matter as a 
charity it was fair to tax the community 
in order to give relief to the destitute, 
but they could not say that the man who 
had squandered his substance had a right 
to the substance of the man who had 
not squandered it. ‘There was no right. 
It was only a question of charity. 
Thus they came back to the Poor Law, 
which might be described as a form of 
collective charity to provide for cases of 
destitution ; the Poor Law did not ask 
questions about a man’s past, very pro- 
perly ; it said to a man, “ Youare starving ; 
we do not ask anything about your pre- 
vious career ; we will take you as you are, 
because the community will not allow 
you to starve; we will keep you in 
reasonable comfort, and with reasonable 
regard to the money of the people who 
are supporting you, and, if you behave 
yourself, as you grow older we will try 
tomake your life easier.” He believed 
that system was more humane than any 
of the systems of State pensioms. In 
conclusion he would point out that this 
claim for old age pensions had to a large 
extent arisen within the last fifty years, 
and that it was now too late, for the work 
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had been largely done. It was just 
because of the progress the country had 
made that these pensions were now de- 
manded. That might seem a paradox, 
but he ventured to quote, in support of 
the statement, from the admirable speech 
made by the hon Member for the Ince 
Division in the discussion upon the Mines 
(Kight Hours) Bill. The hon. Member 
pointed out that miners in the past 
twenty-five years had immensely im- 


494 


proved their position, and that it 
was just that improvement in their 
position which had stimulated their 


demand for higher things. He entirely 
agreed with that and he _ believed 
it was the scientific basis of all 
social progress. They all knew that 
in the last fifty years wages had increased. 
He knew, perfectly well too, that in many 
cases wages were still insufficient. But 
there was in this proposal nothing that 
would increase wages ; on the contrary, 
the proposal implied that wages were to 
remain insufficient. Instead of saying 
“ We will not allow this insufficiency of 
wages to go on,” it was s1id “ We willallow 
the insufficiency to continue, but we will 
supplement it with charity at the end of 
a man’s life.” Another example of the 
social progress at the present time was 
the increased expenditure upon amuse- 
ments, and when he heard of a young 
man living in lodgings spending 5s. or 6s. 
a week upon personal enjoyment, he 
asked himself ‘‘ Was it right that such 
a man should put forward a claim at the 
end of his life to be supported by other 
people who had saved their money ?” 
His temperance friends estimated that 
the average expenditure per family upon 
alcohol was 6s. a week; surely they had 
there an ample fund to provide old age 
pensions? It seemed to him that de- 
mands like this would always be met 
with as the condition of the country im- 
proved. It was with nations as with 
individuals. When a man was very ill 
he was too weak to make many demands, 
but as he grew convalescent he felt more 
acutely the remaining evils from which 
he suffered, and his demands for relief 
increased. Let them take care in try- 
ing to gratify these demands to act 
upon the experience of the past. The 
lines upon which they had hitherto pro- 
ceeded had secured progress ; let those 
lines be followed to further progress, 
and let not short cuts be attempted at 
the risk of our being led back to the 
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Slough of Despond from which we had 
escaped. He begged to move. 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
said he rose with great pleasure to 
second the Amendment, which had 
been moved in such an admirable 
speech. He quite agreed that the 
subject of old age pensions had been before 
the country on various occasions, and that 
it was proposed that these pensions were 
to be given irrespective of the previous 
life of the recipient, who was not to be 
called upon to contribute. That was the 
popular notion of old age pensions which 
had been advocated from a good many 
platforms. As far as he was himself con- 
cerned, in 1900 he stated publicly that 
he was opposed to the system of old 
aye ponsions, and when he was returned 
in 1906, the question was never raised. 
The mover of the Bill had calculated that 
a family of five, of which the income was 
20s. a week, each paid £1 10s. a year 
taxation—or a total of £7 10s. for the 
family—as much in proportion as the 
millionaire paid. He did not know 
whether the figures with regard to the 
millionaire were right, because he had no 
means of checking them, but the figures 
with regard to the man with 20s. a week 
were absolutely wrong. He had a state- 
ment made by the ex-Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in 1902, when direct taxation 
was higher than it was now, and there 
fore the figures which he was quoting were 
rather against him. Indirect taxation 
in 1902 was £1 lls. 2d. per head. Of 
that £1 3s. 1ld. was for taxes on spirits, 
beer and tobacco, and the other 7s. 3d. 
was for other articles of ser Pan 
Taking a family of five, and adopting the 
agure of £1 10s. per head, he calculated 
that the amount paid by the family— 
allowing 7s. 3d. for the wife and three 
children—was not £7 10s., but about £3 
per annum in taxation. It only showed 
how easy it was to make popular state- 
ments which were absolutely unfounded. 
All the schemes of pension on the great 
railways were very much more important 
to the men than 5s. a week ; and his hon. 
friend opposite had made a good point 
when he said that it was the share- 
holders who were behind these pension 
schemes in nearly all the railway com- 
panies. Were all these shareholders to 
be taxed for other pensions besides con- 
tributing to the pensions of the railway 
employees? Five Committees had con- 
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sidered this question. Two consisted of 
Members of Parliament, and three of ex. 
perts. The three Committees consis ting 
of experts reported against an Old Age 
Pensions Bill; the two which consisted 
of Members of Parliament, the majority 
of whom were already pledged to a scheme 
of old age pensions, more or less reported 
in favour of the Bill. He himself preferred 
to take the opinion of the Committees 
composed of experts. -The cost of old 
age pensions would be very great. It 
had been put at £26,000,000, but it was 
very ditticult to say accurately whether 
that was going to be the cost of a pension 
of 5s. a week at the age of sixty-five, 
Capitalised, £26,000,000 represented 
£850,000,000, a larger than the 
National Debt, and he could not eon- 


suin 


ceive that the meagortsy of electors 
in the country could have understood 
that the scheme involved a_ larger 


sum than the National Debt, or that 
it was contemplated by the House of 
Commons or any responsible Government. 
When they talked of 5s. a week at the 
age of sixty-five, was the limit of aye 
going to remain at sixty-five? Granted 
that this Bill were carried, and that in the 
first year the age was seventy- _ in the 
second seve nty, and in the third sixty- 
five, at which it was to remain, what, in 
the fourth year would be the result! 
Those who received the pension were 
not disfranchised, and, if a general 
election were to come, they would be 
in the majority. It was quite certain 
that a very large number of people at 
the age of sixty, and who would like to 
have fs. a week would make a demand 
upon the candidate that if he were 
elected he should support the reduction 
of the age limit to sixty. He had gone 
through five elections, four concested, 
and he had a little knowledge of the 
elector, and he said without fear of 
contradiction that it was very likely to 
occur that the candidate would not have 
the courage to get up and say “I wont 
vote for it.” The same thing would 
occur in regard to the amount of the 
pension. In a discussion on the previous 
day hon. Members below the gangway 
had said that 25s. a week was not enough 
to live on in London. Iithat were s0, 
how could anyone live on 5s.% The 
natural consequence would be that they 
would ask not only for a reduction 
in the age limit but an increase of 
the pension. He was afraid that the 





i. eee Gb ieee me 


esp CO tet oO Se 


496 
1 of 


@X- 
ting 
Age 
sted 
rity 
eme 
rted 
rrecd 
tees 
old 
It 
Was 
ther 
sion 
five, 
nted 
the 
COon- 
‘tors 
tood 
rger 
that 
8 of 
1ent. 
; the 
ave 
uted 
n the 
1 the 
ixty- 
it, in 
sult? 
were 
reral 
1 be 
rtain 
le at 
ke to 
nand 
were 
ction 
gone 
sted, 
the 
r of 
ly to 
have 
won't 
vould 
f the 
vious 
oway 
ough 
e SO, 
The 
they 
ction 
ze of 
t the 





497 Old Age 
only result of a Bill of this sort would 
be to open the door to the greatest 
corruption that had ever been seen in 
this country, and that it would be very 
difficult to resist, because it would appeal 
to avery large number of people who 
would desire tu obtain a better means of 
living out of the pockets and the industry 
of the hardworking and thrifty. It was 
for that reason ke was opposed to the 
Bill or any Bill of a similar character. 
Any such Bill, to make it workable, 
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just and honest, must be accompanied by | 


alike contribution from the person who 
was going to receive the pension. His 
hon. friend who had moved the Amend- 
ment had said that the result of this 
proposal would be to discourage the 
organisations by which pensions were now 


given, He thought that was very likely 
to be one of the results of the Bill. 


It was almost certain that when a man 
thought he would recieve a pension of 
5s a week, without in any way con- 
tributing to it himself, he would he 
inclined to say, especially in youth, “ Oh, 


Iwill not put by that threepence a week , 


which in forty or forty-five years 
would give me a pension of 5s. a week, 
but, on the contrary, I will spend it 
either on amusement, or on something 
that appeals to me at the present 
moment.” The President of the Local 
Government Board stated recently that 
the Amalgamated Society of Engineers 
were paying 9s. a week to over 5,000 
members who had subscribed to the 
institution. Was not that one of 
the ways in which pensions should be 
provided? Was not that a very great 
example of the good which this particular 
society had done, not only to its own 
members, but also to others in inculcat 
ing habits of thrift and saving? It 
seemed to him that their efforts should 
be devoted to encouraging thrift on the 
part of such institutions, instead of dis- 
couraging it by instituting a fund which 
would be available to everybody, in- 
cluding the drunkard ‘and the jail-bird 
who had never done any good either to 
himself or to the State. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Wirral mentioned, by way of 
illustration, the case of a certain Mrs. 
Jones who had brought up a large family 
on 16s. a week. Of course, they were all 
perfectly well aware that there were a 
large number of people in the country 
who earned low wages, but it should be 
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remembered that this Bill proposed to 
deal not only with that particular class, 
but with every class in the country. If 
the hon. Member had said that the Bill 
was to provide in old age for people in 
the unfortunate position of Mrs. Jones 
who were earning 16s. a week, he could 
have understood the force of the argu- 
ment, although not altogether agreeing 
with it; but the Bill was not limited 
to that class. The Bill would apply 
also to skilled artisans who were earn- 
ing £2 or £3 a week, and who were 
in a position to put by a sufficient sum to 
contribute to their support in old age. 
He did not deny that 16s. a week did 
not leave any great margin for saving. 
At the same time he happened to know 


that there were working men who, 
though earning less than that, hail 
saved considerable sums. He instanced 
the case ‘of a farm labourer’ who 
had never earned more than 14s. or 
15s. a week in his life, and who 
now owned five freehold properties 
which had been purchased out of 
his own earnings. ‘That man _ had 


brought up a family, and, though now 
seventy-five years of age, he was still 
working, at his own desire, on the 
particular farm on which he had worked 


for fifty years. He was_ popularly 
supposed to be worth £1,000. He 
himself was rather inclined to doubt 
that. But, it was not impossible 


for people who were earning only small 
wages to save something for their old 
age. As had been said by the hon. 
Member for Preston, it had always been 
considered discreditable for children not 
to look after their parents in their old 
That was a feeling that ought to 
Even a pension of 5s. 
a week would be certain to dis- 
courage that feeling. He wished to 
point out that a great number of 
people who came to the age of sixty- 
tive were really incapable of looking 
after themselves on account of the 
illnesses and infirmities incidental to life. 
What was the use of 5s. a week to 
persons of that description? The Daily 
Chronicle of 28th February, 1904, con- 
tained the report of a case in which a 
widow, seventy-three years of age, was 
found lying dead on the floor by a 
neighbour who went into her house to 
give her a cup of tea. It was stated 
at the inquest that she received 4s. a 
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age. 
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week from the guardians. The jury 
found a verdict of death from natural 
causes, and the coroner remarked— 
‘‘This is something for the guardians to 
think: over. What is the good of giving 4s, 
a week to persons in this position ?” 
A great number of the people who 
received 5s. a week under an old age 
pension scheme would be in that position, 
and the same result would follow. He 
called attention to the significant fact, 
vouched by a member of the New 
Zealand Legislature, that the Pensions 
Act had been co-incident with a great 
increase of drunkenness in the Colony. 
Many of those who received the 
hs. would have something of their own 
besides, and the temptation to spend the 
5s. in drink would, in many eases, be 
irresistible. Similarly the experience 
of other Colonies where pensions 
schemes were in force seemed _ to 
show that there was a sufficient sum 
available out of earnings to be spent in 


gambling and betting and other regret- | 


It was argued that old age 
pensions would Jead to a_ material 
reduction in Poor Law expenditure. 
Possibly the £3,000,000 spent on out- 
door relief might be saved, but he 


table ways. 


doubted very much whether there would | 


be any saving at all in respect of the 
£10,000,000 spent in infirmaries and 
asylums, workhouses, and Poor Law 
schools. There had been a great increase 


in the amount of money held by friendly | 


societies and savings banks. The return 
issued by the Chief Registrar for 1904 
showed that the aggregate amount in 
these institutions was £402,000,000, as 
against £380,000,000 in 1902, and 
£306,000,000 in 1897, so it was evident 
that, instead of the means of saving 
having decreased, it had increased during 
the last few years. ‘The House would 
make a very great error if, when this 
improvement was going on, it 
a law which would check thrift on the 
part of the people. It was absolutely 
necessary that thrift should be in- 
culcated. As an example of the 
enormous advantage of thrift to a nation, 
he pointed to what happened in France 
at the close of the Franco-German war 
in 1871, when the people with their 
savings met the enormous indemnity 
claimed by Germany. He thought it 
showed that what was needed in this 
country was an increase in thrift, and 
legislation of the kind proposed in this 


Sir F. Banbury. 
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passed | 
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Bill would tend to discourage it. The 
House should also think of the injustice 
which the thrifty man would suffer when 
his savings were taxed for the benefit of 
those who had been frivolous, idle, and 
dissolute. It was a popular thing to 
promise from a platform 5s. a week to 
everybody who chose to ask for it, but 
working men ought to consider that in 
the end it must come out of their own 
| pockets. Such proposals tended to drive 
capitalists out of the country, and to 
take their money with them. 





*Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Padding- 
ton, N.) said they could not do it. How, 
for exainple, could they take the railways 
out of the country ? 


Sm {F. BANBURY said they could 
not take the railways out of the country, 
but they could take away some of the 
capital which was invested in railways. 
| That capital amounted to £1,200,000,000 
and ,it was not all owned by million- 
|aires. The hon. Member would find, 
if he looked into the matter, that the 
average amount of stock held in railway 
companies by the owners was between 


| £500 and £1,000. 


*Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY said that 
the hon. Baronet forgot that many 
| persons held stock in more than one 
| railway, and that as a matter of fact the 
railways of this country were owned by 
only 180,000 people. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that did not 
alter his argument in the least. If 
| capitalists took their money out of the 
country and invested it, say, in America, 
the income could be held in America if 
millionaires felt that they were being 
unjustly taxed here. They could go and 
live in America, and come back here for 
three or four months in the year and 
reside at big hotels. There was a very 
great misconception, not only as to the 
| number of millionaires, but as to the way 
in which this money was employed. He 
had very great pleasure in seconding the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
| Preston whom he admired for his courage 
in adhering to the old traditions of the 
Liberal Party, and in endeavouring to 
show that in personal exertion, industry, 
and saving lay the sound method of 
| providing for old age. 
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Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out all the words after the word 
‘that’ and to insert the words ‘this House 
declines to proceed further with a measure 
which would enormously add to the national 
expenditure until the country has had an 
opportunity of saying whether it is willing to 
bear the necessary burden of taxation.’ ”—(Mr. 
Harold Coz) , 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Mr. T. R. BETHELL (Essex, Maldon) 
said he did not think the speech of the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the City of 
London would be the means of changing 
his views in regard to the necessity of a 
scheme of old age pensions. He was 
somewhat surprised to hear doubt thrown 
upon the mandate of the country on this 
question, He thought if there was one 
question more than another before the 
electors at the last general election it was 
that of old age pensions. During the 


last twelve years the subject had been | 
| perience which had been gained in those 


dealt with at almost every political 
meeting in the country, and _ had 
also oceupied a prominent position 


in the programme of the Opposition, 
although the Opposition when in power 


had not made any attempt to fulfil the | 
promises they had given on this matter. | entirely by voluntary subscriptions. It 
The question had also been discussed by | had been in operation for several years, 
and had done a great deal of good to 


friendly and other societies throughout 
the country, and the people had had an 
opportunity of discovering what the cost 
of ar old age pension scheme would be. 
That cost would depend on whether the 
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| granted at the age of seventy would cost, 


| 


for the first year, something like 
£5,950,000, working up in twenty years 
to £9,550,000. That was a large sum; 
but it came within the range of possibility, 
especially in regard to the fact that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had made 
provision for a fund which would 
go towards that amount. He was 
exceedingly grateful to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for having promised to 
make a beginning with a scheme of old 
age pensions next year. In Germany 
the age limit was seventy, and the scheme 
in operation there worked remarkably 
well; so much so that it was practi- 
cally impossible to find in Germany 
to-day any person over seventy years 
of age in actual want. In New Zealand, 


' New South Wales, and Victoria their 


systems of old age pensions had been 
working well for some years, and from 
recent reports he found that there was 
a recommendation to extend the scheme 
to the whole of the Australian Com- 
monwealth. He thought that the ex- 


countries went to dispose of the idea of 
any evil consequences which would arise 


| from a general old age pension scheme. 


system was to be universal or not, and | 
the age at which the pension would be | 


given. He found himself in a ditticulty 
in regard to this measure. He was 
distinctly in favour of old age pensions ; 
but he did not think a universal pension 
scheme in this country was practicable 
on account of its cost. In the first place, 
it could not be put into operation for a 
generation ; and in the second place, he 
thought that to give old age pensions to 
the well-to-do would be almost to reduce 
the system to an absurdity. He was 
in favour of beginning with a limited 
scheme, starting at the age of seventy- 
five. That might appear, no doubt, as a 
high limit, and probably seventy would 
le the better mean to establish. The 


In the constituency which he represented 
they had anold age relief fund, supported 


the recipients. The only objection he 
had to find with it was that it had rather 
the appearance of charity. And he con- 
sidered that a pension should be regarded 
more as aright thanasadole. About £500 
a year was given away toa large number 
of persons over seventy years of age, and 
they had come to regard that relief as a 
means of their avoiding what they con- 
sidered the shame of taking parish relief. 
He himself sympathised with that feeling of 
old people against going on the parish. He 


_ believed that a national system of old age 


pensions would do a great deal to end the 
difficulties in the rural districts in the 
country. If a farm labourer could feel 
assured that, after a life of continuous 
toil some provision was made for him 
in his declining years, he would regard 
life on a farm more contentedly, and would 


| have less desire to move into the town. 


Hamilton Committee reported in regard | 


to the cost of a scheme of pensions 
at different that a 


wana * 
ages ; 


| 
| 


pensi moi 


His conviction was that a national system 
of old age pensions, so far from pauperis- 
ing the people, would do much to save 
them from pauperism, to lessen rural 
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depopulation, and to check the wasteful 


and harmful effect of our present Poor 


Law administration. 


*Mr. J. W. TAYLOR (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) said he regretted that 
the hon. Baronet the Member for the 
City of London was not present, because 
he desired to compliment him on the 
ingenious manner in which he had 
brought before the House the pamphlet 
of the British Councils’ Association on 
old age pensions. He ventured to say 
that very few private Members’ Bills 
presented to the House had excited 
greater interest in the country than the 
measure under discussion, and that, 
he believed, was because this Bill was 
more in harmony with the spirit and 
sentiment of the present House of 
Commons than any other measure which 
had yet been brought before it. They all 
wanted, and this was the final object of 
the Bill, to bring a brightening and a 
sweetening influence into the declining 
years of our hard-working old people. 
That was proved by one or two facts. 
First of all, the struggle for existence was 
becoming harder for the working classes 
than in the past; and secondly, old 
age now begin at a much earlier period 
than used to be the case. The fact was 
that public life was now quickened, and 
most people desired that the conditions 
under which our old people lived 
in their declining years should be im- 
proved. In spite of what had been said, 
there was no subject at the general 
election which had stimulated more 
genuine enthusiasm than that of old age 
pensions, and it was quite time that the 
Government came forward with their 
help. Since 1895, when the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham promulgated his scheme for 
old age pensions, the subject had been 
discussed on every political platform in 
the country, and any wise and prudent 
Government must recognise the unmis- 
takable and growing desirethat the declin- 
ing years of our old people should be made 
as comfortable and pleasant as possible. 
It was true that many men who had 
worked willingly until their strength and 
vigour had failed, in their declining years 
had a grudge against the State, because 
no provision was made for their old age. 
They felt that they had done their best, 
and yet had come to destitution and 
want. He knew it was stated that there 

Mr. T. Rh. Bethel. 
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were other ways by which the difficulty 


| could be solved than by old age pensions 


—by the gradual increase in wages, and 
by the cultivation of the spirit of thrift. 
But they knew from the frequent nego- 
tiations which took place between 
trade unions and employers how ditti- 
cult it was to obtain for the workers 
a high rate of wages. The conflict 
between capital and labour was so keen 
that it took all the workers’ energies, 
time, and persuasive power to exact 
what they thought was a living wago, 
and in many cases they were never 
able to save anything for old age. 
He knew how dangerous it was t) 
admit anything, but he believed that 
truth itself was unalterable. He 
conceded that some working men had 
been able to save a little. He also ad- 
mitted that very much of the hard- 
earned money of the working people 
went into a bag with holes in it; it 
frequently went the wrong way ; but still 
there were many thousands of decent, 
honest, industrious working men with 
families, who after they had done there 
best could scarcely make ends meet, and 
who could not make provision for their 
declining years. That was no fancy 
picture used to play upon the credulity of 
the House. If there was one thing he had 
learned during his short experience in 
Parliament, it was that the House was not 
going to be bamboozled by anything like 
sentiment. What the House wanted was 
the truth of things, and it would then 
seek to discover a remedy for the evils 
of which they complained. In the county 
of Durham they had endeavoured, with 
much success, due largely to the initiative 
and zeal of the hon. Member for Mid. 
Durham, to provide 200 homes for their 
aged people; and their friends in North- 
umberland were following their example, 
and he hoped that their efforts would be 
crowned with as much suecess as their 
enterprise in Durham. Those who had 
been in close contact with this particular 
movement had witnessed the sunshine 
which had gleamed into the lives of their 
old people in those counties; and they 
thought how much happier it would be if 
a similar scheme could be devised for the 
whole of England, and that was why 
they heartily supported the present Bill. 
There were a few provisions in the Bill 
with which they might be disposed to 
quarrel; but it was a Bill which went 
in the right direction, and they should 
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nave some definite pronouncement from | 


{10 May 1907} 


the Government that they intended to | 


see that the lives of the aged poor were 
made brighter, better, and happier. 


*Mr. DUCK WORTH (Stockport) said 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
his Budzet speech had made a conditional 
promise to deal with the subject of old 
age pensions next year. Some people 
might think that they should accept that 
promise, and wait till next year ; but in 
spite of the speeeh of the right hon. 
Gentleman, the matter of old age pen- 
sions was so urgent that they should 
lose no opportunity of pressing it on 
the attention of the Government and 
of the House. They were entitled 
to do this by two considerations. 
The first was, that many of them gave 
pledges in regard to the matter to their 
constituents at the general election. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
be able to say that he gave no pledge ; 
but some of them, fortunately or unfor- 
tunately, could not hide themselves in 
that refuge. They did pledge themselves 
to do all they could, and as soon as 
possible, to establish a scheme of old age 
pensions. Another reason was the sad 
condition of thousands of our aged poor. 
He quite appreciated the sympathetic 
words which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer uttered in his Budget speech 
on this subject, and if he criticised the 
Budget it was in no unfriendly 
spirit, because he thought it was a 
statesmanlike one, which if looked at 
from the right hon, Gentleman’s point of 
view, and taking in as he did the next 
two or three years, was nearly a perfect 
one. But there was this very large “if.” 
If they were allowed to have their own 
way this policy might be carried out ; 
he hoped the Government would have 
their own way, and would continue in 
office till the end of their ordinary term, 
and that then they would be sent back 
for another seven years of power, a 
course which in his opinion was necessary 
toundo some of the mischiefs resulting 
irom the extravagances of the last 
Administration. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would remain in oftice as long 
as they had work to do, but do not let 
them have a repetition of 1874 and 
18u2. Many of them had promised 
old age pensions at the last general 
election; but the cup might be dashed 
trom the lips of the aged poor, 
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by war, by bad trade, by trouble 
in India, or by  disunion among 
themselves which might cause their 
mjority to dwindle. Hon. Members 


must be aware that Primrose League 
dames were proclaiming from every 
platform that there would be a general 
election next year. In this connection 
he remembered a story told by the pro- 
prietor of a steamer on an American river. 
[t was his ambition to have the loudest 
hooter on the river, and when the one he 
ordered had been constructed the blast 
from it was terrific. But he noticed that 
when the hooter started the steamer 
stopped, and he went to the engineer 
and inquired the reason. The engineer 
replied that the hooter had taken all the 
steam. He hoped that would not be 
the case with the promises made by the 
Government. What he meant to convey 
was that one bird in the hand was worth 
two in the bush, and they should not 
put off till to-morrow what they could do 
today. Instead of reducing the National 
Debt by so large an amount this year, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would have 
done well to give half the sum he had 
devoted to that purpose to the reduction 
of the sugar tax and to making a be- 
ginning, if only on a small scale, with old 
age pensions. No doubt it was a proper 
thing to pay off Debt, and they must 
he just before they were generous. As 
a Party they said this was not Debt for 
which they were responsible, and the 
sooner it was paid off the sooner hon. and 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite would be 
able to run another scare and render the 
country subject to further liabilities. 
His opinion was that the Debt should 
be reduced by a smallersum and reduced 
more gradually, and that would enable 
them to carry out the reforms which 
they had promised for the _ better- 
ment of the poor and the oppressed. 
He wished to plead the urgency of this 
matter of old age pensions, although he 
would not trouble the House with 
figures which had already been given by 
previous speakers, who had _ shown 
how many of our old people felt that they 
would have to go to the workhouse in 
their declining years, The working popu- 
lation felt their position most keenly in 
that respect and had the strongest objec- 
tion to applying for parish relief ; many 
of them, indeed, would die in the streets 
before they would go to the work- 
house. The idea tothem of becoming a 
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pauper was more dreadful than death it- 
self. They remembered the lines— 

** Rittle his bones, over the stones ; 

He’s only a pauper whom nobody owns.” 
These old people very often became de- 
pendent upon their relatives. Parents 
went tolive with a married daughter or 
son or other relative and 
siderably to the burdens of the bread- 
winner of the family. 
imagine what it meant to a man with 
from 18s. or 20s. a week, with three or 
four children, to have his aged father or 
mother put upon him. Let them also 
imagine what a difference it would make 
if that aged parent had 5s, a week coming 
in. It would make all the difference in 
comfort, and the old people would feel 
independent. He knew what he was 
talking about, and there were few things 
which appealed to him more than the 
subject of old age pensions. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
he was in favour of the principle of old 
age pensions ; but he could not see the 
use of giving a pension to a person 
who was getting £1 a week or more. 
The Member for Preston had _ said 
that 5s. a week was not enough for 
an old age pension, but in the country 
villages with which he was acquainted any 
old people could find a very comfortable 
home for that sum ; indeed the villagers 
and a very good sort of people they were 
—would be very glad to have them. 
The same hon. Member had raised 
the objection that protection was abso- 
lutely necessary if we were to have old 
age pensions. He hoped the Members 
specially interested in labour would take 
notice of that, because it was a great 
admission from such a source. He 
thought there was very great difh- 
culty about this question, but the 
more he had been about the country 
the more he was convinced that there 
should be some system of the kind. 
He did not think, however, that the 
Bill went the best way about it. 
thought the best way of beginning—and 
there must be a beginning in all these 
things—was to assist friendly societies 
to give benefits to their aged members. 
It was said that friendly societies were 
very much against this movement, but he 
believed that was not the case. On the 
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added con- | 


Let the House | 


He | 


whole he was bound to agree that he | 
could not see where the money was to | 


come from for old age pensions unless we 
Mr. Duckworth. 
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protected our own industries and our own 
working people against unfair foreign 
competition. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON $(Northum- 
berland, Tyneside), referring to the keen 
and searching criticism to which the hon, 
Member for Preston had subjected the 
Bill, said it was useful to have some one 
in the House who would play the part of 
devil’s advocate against popular schemes 


of this kind, and he knew no one 
with a greater gift for the part 
than the hon. Member. The point of 


the hon. Member seemed to he that 
the system of old-age pensions was 


inseparable from Socialism but that did 
not seem to him to be the case at all. He 
thought his hon. friend the Member for 
Preston, with all his ingenuity, had failed 
to grapple with the central economic diffi- 
culty which was the constant inspiration 
of schemes for old age pensions. His 
hon. friend had declared it was a duty in- 
cumbent on all to make provision through 
life for their old age. ‘That was to say 
it was the duty of all to save money for 
investment. It was absolutely impossible 
for the majority of those engaged in 
commercial life to save. The thing could 
not be done. It was unnecessary to prove 
that multitudes of poor people had difticulty 
in saving. To the thousands of people 
who could not save must be added the 
thousands who did save, and whose earn- 
ings were lost in bad investments. For 
every thousand pounds saved, a certain 
proportion was lost in unsound invest- 
ments. The economic situation stood 
thus: profitable investment was limited 
by consumption, the profitable basis for 
investment was production, and if there 
was to bea continuous limitation of con- 
sumption, because of this thrift and sav- 
ing, there could not be an increase in pro- 
duction. Among many of the German 
economists it had been clearly recognised 
that there was a limit to the amount of 
saving that could be done at a_ profit. 
He did not propose to trouble the House 
with any figures, but would soy that 
the act of increasing the savings ol 
the country this year by £100,000,000 
would make the investment unsafe, 
instead of safe, because the consumption 
would be cut down. That was the crux 
of the question, and the reason the hon. 
Member for Preston did not disclose it 
was that he had on previous occasions 
given his adhesion to that argument. The 
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fact of the matter was that his hon. friend | 
had grown so much afraid of socialistic | 
tyranny that he had even left economic 
truth out of account and had put before 
the House an argument which economi- 
cally was not sound. He was bound to 
admit that our scheme of old age pensions 
would have to be a limited scheme. In 
the enthusiasm of his youthful conversion 
to old age pensions he adopted the 
doctrine of Mr. Charles Booth that the 
pension should be payable to all, but 
when he found that the main difficulty of 
the House was to find money to do 
anything, he thought it would be 
absurd to go about and find money to 
give pensions to people who did not need 
them; therefore, the scheme must be 
limited. Pensions should only be paid 
to those who were poor. The hon. 
Member for Preston would then say if 
pensions were paid only to the poor it 
would discourage thrift, but as he had 
remarked before, if the economic impossi- 
bility of continuous profitable saving was 
true, it could not discourage thrift. A 
wise man had once said it was always 
safe to tell the whole truth ; whether it 
was safe or not he did not know, but he 
ventured to tell it on this oceasion. The 
House would have to recognise in regard 
to this matter that it was not its business 
to encourage thrift at all in the sense 
of economic savings for investment. 
One year he noticed by the admission 
of the Stock Exchange authorities that at 
least £100,000 had been lost in unprofit- 
able investments. If it was true that 
there was this obvious limit to profitable 
savings, it could not be the business of | 
the House to encourage thrift. The hon. 
Member for Preston had laid the main 
stress of his arguments against the Bill on | 
the pictures he drew of the dangers we 
should have to face of seeing the thrift- 
less wastrels, who contrived to live to the 
age of sixty-five without work, coming 
upon the country to be supported by the 
State. He did not doubt that when a 
system of old age pensions was started 
such anomalies would have to be faced. 
They were endeavouring to raise the | 
people from a vast morass of misery and 
poverty, and the process could never be 
carried out without a great many of the 
existing evils accompanying it for a long 
time. Of course there would be fraud, | 
the world was full of fraud, but the 
question was, which way the balance 
of good would lie. While the State | 
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might have to carry along on its 
shoulders the thriftless persons and the 
wastrels, in the nature of things these 
persons would not be in the majority, 
and on the other hand, they would correct 
the present appalling evil to which atten- 
tion had been drawn by the hon. 
Member for Wirral, that people might 
live industriously, thriftily, and with 
self denial, through a long life, even 
putting money into some sound invest- 
ment, only to find at the end of their 


| lives that that investment had been lost 


through some new process of competitive 
production having made the investment 
unsound. Unsound investments would 
always be provided, so long as_ the 
amount of saving that was done was 
beyond the amount of economical possi- 
bility having regard to consumption. 
The ordinary process of the expansion 
of commerce resulted in masses of capital 
being constantly destroyed by the bring- 
ing to bear of new methods on competi- 
tive production. What they desired now 
was to put social restraint on people not 
capable of looking after themselves. 
On the other hand, it was said that it 
would be impossible to raise the money 
without resorting to protection. The 
mover of the Second Reading had shown 
that the money could be provided by an 
extension of the system of a graduated 
income tax. To that system he might 
add another—the taxation of land values. 
Yet another way of getting the money 
was to limit the present appalling and 
wasteful expenditure upon armaments. 
One would have expected the hon. 
Member for Preston to be disturbed and 
perturbed to the last degree at the 
amount which was expended every year 
in armaments, but upon that side he 
appeared to suffer no discomfort whatever. 
It was quite conceivable to everybody 
who had contemplated the socialistic 
problem that this House might one day 
contemplate the municipal provision of 
bread and clothing, but if that day came 
it would be because it paid to do it, 
because it made for civilisation. But 
that development would not happen in 
the time of any man now living, and 
the possibility of that ultimate develop- 
ment of society should surely not be 


| allowed to influence a single member 


against a scheme which could be 
demonstrated to be sound in_ the 
present state of the community. 
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Mr. BEALE (Ayrshire, 8.) said that | they wanted to readjust that burden, and 


both the mover and the seconder of this 





that if it was rightly adjusted it would 


Bill were exceedingly apprehensive of the | come back again to the State in other 
criticisms of the hon. Member for Preston, | 


but he did not think that anything that 
was said in support of tte Amendmen 


altered the view in which they regarded | 
the proposition put forward by the hon. | 


Member for Wirral. The two 


reasons 


the hon. Member for Preston put before | 


the House for not voting for the Second 
Reading were the fear that it would 
result in an enormous increase of taxa- 
tion and the opportunity the Bill would 
give for fraud. He really thought the 


hon. Member knew exactly what the | 


answer was to the increase of taxation. 
The hon. Member for Preston touched 


very lightly upon the argument that 


what was proposed to be done was 
not to put a new burden upon the people, 
but a readjustment of the existing burden. 
So long as we did not kill people sixty- 
five years of age, somebody kept them 
alive. The hon. Member had said that 
if they were going to apply that readjust- 
ment to the relief of old age, they might 
as well apply it tothe provision of bread, 
which was just as necessary. They did 
not advocate an old age pension scheme 
merely because it was a readjustment of 
burden. They advocated it because it 
was a thing which was good in itself, 
and only dwelt upon the argument that 


it was a readjustment of the burden of | 
taxation as an answer io the objection | 


that they were now imposing a 
burden on the comrunity. He agreed 
with the hon. Gentleman who had just 
‘sat down that if they were 
civilised that they could make 
national case for the supply of bread, or 


new 


so 


out a | 


anything else, he could conceive a time | 


when this country would not mind doing | 


it. That was used as an answer to the 
attempt to hold an appalling picture 


before the House of the burden this 
Bill was putting on the people. The 


hon. Member for Preston had asked how 
were they to pay £26,000,000. 


g 
Up to the present time this 
burden had been more or less unequally 
distributed the people. The 
greater part had been borne by people 
incomes £160 a 
In fact, at the present moment, 
burden equivalent to 
upon 840,00) of the 
These people were in fact 


ways. 
among 


whose 
year. 
there was a 
£30 ahead 
population. 


were over 


| now paying this sum of money, and what 


The | 


answer was that that £26,000,000 was | 


now being paid by somebody, that 


he wanted to see was that those who 
were doing their share now should con- 
tinue to do it, and that those who were not 
should have this taxation so readjusted as 
to have the proper burden put upon their 
shoulders. Until they faced ‘he problem of 
how much everybody ought to pay, what 
was every person’s share as a citizen, 
they could not get out of it by the general 
atford a 
war, and therefore could afford to pay 
The argument of 
increased taxation was disposed of by 
shewing that the readjustment of the 
burden must be equitably considered, and 
he was quite snre that when considered 
in that light people with the 
smallest income would cheerfully bear 
their share. He would not like to put 
any ditticulty in the way of 
getting a pension, provided that taxation 
was so readjusted that the persons who 
received it had paid their own share to- 
wards it. He would much prefer that 
the Bill should so work that each man 
bore, and in case of need, received his 
share. They were told that certain peo- 
ple were not to have this pension, 
because they had been in prison, or had 
become bankrupt, or other 
reason. That in his opinion was a mistake. 


broad assertion that we could 


old-age pensions. 


even 


anyone 


for some 


There was no economy in it, it simply 
ave a good deal of trouble, and only 


o 
oD 


militated against giving that man 5s, a 


| week to keep him out of the workhouse. 


It was bad economy, and there was no 


reason for it. The only thing that was 


necessary as a test was whether the man 
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could live on the pension, and that could 
be secured, because as soon as a man 
came for relief his pension would fall into 
the hands of the Poor Law Authorities 
until he could show them that he could 
live upon it. An idea ran through 
the House that they were pampering these 
people, and giving them something which 
they ought to do for themselves to 
keep them out of the workhouse. It 
might be so, but if they had this clear 
power to discriminate between those who 
could live upon their pension and those 
who came to the workhouse, the con- 
ditions of the workhouse could be made 
far less agreeable. The argument that the 
pension would be spent in drink or misused 
in some way would be entirely gone if 
the guardians were given a first charge on 
the pension, because the guardians could 
take away the pension immediately a 
man applied for poor relief. He thought 
the financial part of the Bill had not 
heen worked out, and no good would 
come until the financial problem was 
tackled in a very different way from 
merely throwing the matter over to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to see what 
he could do. 


*Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
said he was one of those who promised 
his constituents to use his personal in- 
fluence, as far as he could, to forward 
a scheme of old age pensions. He 
considered election pledges the most 
important a man could give. He 
went to the people of his constituency 
who did not profess to have any know- 
ledge of affairs; he did profess to have 
knowledge of affairs, and upon making 
certain promises was elected to this 
House. In his view there were two 
classes of old age pension schemes, one 
of which was impracticable and the 
other practicable. The class of scheme 
which proposed in three years to cost 
£26,009,000 annually was impracticable, 
so far as this House was concerned. He 
himself would reduce the cost of the 
Army by £10,000,000 a year and the 
Navy by £10,000,000, but such diastic 
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e:onomy could not yet be carried in the 
House nor in the country, and also 
neither this House nor the country 
would approve an additional 1s. on the 
income-tax, and extra duties on tea and 
sugar for such a scheme, and therefore 
for the present such a scheme belonged 
to the impracticable class. The author 
of the Bill hal made a valuable and 
instructive speech, and the speeches of 
the hon. Members for Preston, Tyneside, 
and South Ayreshire were most learned 
and valuable contributions to a some- 
what academic discussion, but he wished 
to make a beginning now, and after that 
beginning was made he would then 
gladly listen for the next ten or twenty 
years to a discussion on schemes requir- 
ing from the Exchequer £10,000,000, 
£20,000,000, £30,000,000 or £50,000,000, 
he cared not which, but let them begin it in 
a practical way. He had no wish to say 
anything about little by little, or step by 
step, but the only practical way was one 
step at a time. Some of those who had 
sent him to Parliament were the poorest 
in the United Kingdom, and if he went 
back to his constituents with nothing 
done on their behalf, they would say, 
“ What is the use of him, he is no better 
than the old representative.” He was 
prepared to vote for any practical scheme 
of old age pensions. He would point out 
that it was practicable to give old age 
pensions without a penny of extra 
expense to any mortal in the world. 
What was the difference between old 
age pensions and outdoor relief? The 
difference was that old age pensions did 
not pauperise, and outdoor relief did, 
owing to the disabilities which attached 
to it whereby the recipient lost his 
position as a citizen. Let them take 
away those disabilities from men and 
women of sixty-five years and up- 
wards and it became an old age pension. 
Then the old people would have votes and 
be of political importance. He knew a lot 
of these old people, and they valued their 
dignity as much as anyone else. What 
did they want? They were getting now 
perhaps 3s. 6d. per week as outdoor 
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relief, which was not enough. These | 
men and women would be rich, especially | 
if two of them lived together, if they | 
received 5s. a week each. And what | 
would it cost ? The cost in his division | 
of increasing the out-door relief by 2s. a | 
week from 3s. to 5s. for those persons of | 
sixty-five years of age and upwards | 
would come to a sum not exceeding | 
another 2d. in the £ on the rates. | 
If he proposed that it should all be 
put upon the rate, it would be probably 
thrown out by the ratepayers, but if the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer came forward 
and paid a 1d. of it out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund, that was a thing that would 
make it go down with a great many of 
the ratepayers, who would gladly pay 
the other penny. They had only to 
carry a scheme of that sort and the thing 
was done. It was something that the 
old people in his division desired very 
much. It was something that would 
bring comfort and joy to many houses 
all over the county divisions of England. 
The question was how it was to be done, 
and whether they had legal sanction 
for this 
relief. 
tion. 





improvement in outdoor | 
He contended they had that sane- 
If they looked at the law and | 
history of this country they found that | 
men owning land held it on the distinct 
understanding that they kept the poor of 
the parish, otherwise all the rents went | 
to the State. For this reason he ob- 
jected to putting the burden on‘industry, 
that was to say, on the general taxpayers ; 
but he was willing to make a compromise, 
and it was for that reason that he suggested 
that a penny should be given out of the 
Consolidated Fund. That would cost 
the Exchequer about £1,000,000 a year ; | 
the Chancellor could afford that much 
now. Year by year the grant might be 
increased, and hon. Members would not | 
be stultified in their promise for a 
scheme of old age pensions, though 
eventually it cost £30,000,000 or more. | 
He had said to the people in his division 
that everything about him was beautiful, 
delightful, and glorious, but there were 
some among them who were starving. | 

i 


Mr. Lupton. 
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Was it necessary that that should be so ? 
No, it was not, because there was sufiici- 
ent wealth in the land, if equally divided, 
to give £200 a year to each family, 
but many labourers with families did 
not get £40 a year. All that 
was necessary was to apply some of 
our great and superfluous wealth in 
the way he had suggested. Although 
the pension would be payable through 
the Poor Law authorities, he thought no 
degradation would be felt in receiving 
assistance through that agency, when the 
disability in the matter of the franchise 
had once been removed. Such a great 
social reform would make this Parliament 
renowned in the history of the world. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) said 
that as one who took an active part in 
the last Parliament when they introduced 
and nearly passed a similar Bill, he would 
like to call attention to the fact that 
the experience then gained provided 
both encouragement and warning. It 
was possibly true that in regard to this 
matter, if they confined themselves to 
academic discussion, they might listen to 
such speeches as that of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Preston for five, ten, or twenty- 
five years. What they had to secure 
from the Government was that something 
should be done. The last Parliament voted 
for the principle of this Bill. ‘The Second 
Reading was carried, but the Bill never 
got any further. Those who were really 
in earnost on this matter ought to try and 
bring pressure to bear on the Govern- 
ment to give some more definite pledge 
than had been given, that they actually 
intended to bring in a Bill and deal with 
this subject in the early future. A Bill 
had never been more ably or sympatheti- 
cally presented, and they could not hope 
for more than would be given by this Bill. 
The hon. Member for Preston had said 
it was the duty of a man to contribute to 
his own pension. If he were a labourer 
at 10s. or 11s. a week like many in county 
Down, he would not find it easy to contri- 
bute largely to his own pension, and if 
he did it would be selfish rather than 
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otherwise todoso. He heartily seconded | 
the Second Reading. 


Mr. CROOKS said that this was a 
question very near his heart. It had 
caused him more trouble than anything 
else in his life. He felt that on a day 
like this they had much to regret the 
absence of the right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham, whose speeches on this 
matter had been repeated so many times. 
He was sorry he was not present, and for 
the reason which caused his absence. It 
hid always been urged against this Bill 
that there were people in this world who | 
would not try, who never could and who 
did not want to get on—who were) 
thriftless, who were wastrels, and useless. | 
He knew it, but they were not confined 
to one class; there many of 
them strolling about in Rotten Row in 
silk hats and spats, looking very com- 
fortable and not over anxious for a job; 
the world was full of willing people, some 
willing to work, and the others willing to 
let thers. Some people thought this was 
anew question in the House, but as far 
back as 134 years ago the House passed 
a measure for old age pensions, and sent 
it up to the House of Lords, where it was 


were 


defeated. They were now trying to 
make up for lost time. It was not 
an unreasonable thing in a_ discus- 


sion of this kind to show the position 
of many persons in the State. Hon. 
Members perhaps did not know that 42°7 | 
out of every hundred people who 
reached the age of sixty died paupers. 
They could not all have been drunkards. 
It was bad enough for a man to get 
old without being artful enough to geq| 
rich, without being blamed for the fact, 
and being told that he would not have 
got old if he had not drank. The 
speech of the hon. Member for the 
Tyneside Division on thrift was mag- | 
nificent. He remembered having that 
question with regard to thrift put to 
him when he was examined before the 
Royal Commission. He was asked 
whether he did not think the poor | 
might exercise a little thrift, and he | 
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said he thought they might exercise a 
good deal. It was very easy to be 
thrifty on £18 a week, but a bit of a 
job on 18s. Let a man be ever so 
thrifty it could only be while he was in 
work. They must remember that 
when they spoke of a working man’s 
regular work, it was only regular 
so long as he was well. There 
was only one permanent situation, and 
that was in the cemetery, and it did not 
matter much about pensions there. How 
much self-control would a working man 
want if his wife was not well, and 
the children wanted boots, to allow 
his wife to go unattended or his 
children to run about barefooted while 
he saved that £5 towards his pension ? 
The whole neighbourhood would be up in 
arms about it, and want to know 
what the blackguard meant by it. 
After all, the employer accumulated the 
wealth of the country, and it was the em- 
ployer who should pay. He was told that 
one of the charges against him was that 
it was no part of the duties of a Member 
of Parliament to “adjust social  in- 
equalities.” It was a delightful phrase ; 
he could imagine the hon. Member for 
the City of London using it ; it came so 
glibly from the tongue when one’s stomach 
and one’s pocket were full. One man was 


hungry. What of it? The other was 
full. If one gave the starving man any- 


thing, it was an endeavour to “ adjust in- 
equalities.” The House of Commons was 
created for the express purpose, and for 
no other purpose, of adjusting social in- 
equalities ; that was its function from 
very earliest inception, They were its 
told that the Joneses, father and mother, 
were such excellent parents that it would 
be a crime if their children did not look 
after them in their old age. And they 
were told of the bad sons and the bad 
daughters who did not perform that duty. 
But were they ever told of the hundreds 
and hundreds of good sons and good 
daughters who faithfully helped their 
aged parents at sacrifices known only to 
themselves? There were sons with 
small wages who were heroic in what they 
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did for their parents. The world did not 
hear of these quiet sacrifices ; decent 
pride kept them hidden. <A case had 
come under his own eye, that of a young 
married man with 27s. a week. He took 
his money home on the Saturday, and 
gave it to his wife, who sat despondent. 
He put the money into her lap. “ What 
am I to do with this?” sheasked. “It’s 
all I’ve got,” he said, and she answered 
that the children were in need of boots. 
“Well, them.” ‘Yes, but what 
about mother?” Well, she had better 
see mother ; and he went out to get a 
shave, as was the practice of a man when 
he saw how it stood with the wife. The 
children wanted boots, so the wife went 
and saw the mother, with what result ? 


Old J lye 


get 


Why, the old grandmother merely said, | 


“Get an order for the house.” She 
could not.stand in the way of her grand- 
bairns going without shoes to their feet. 
And that was the way the poor made 
sacrifices for each other. Yet a man in 
these circumstances was told to be thrifty ! 


He had been associated with the Poor | 


Law ever since he could remember, for 
that, when five 
went before the 

holding on to 


he could recollect 
years of 
Board of Guardians, 
his mother’s. skirt, recalled 
how he was pointed to as a little 
chap that ought to be getting his own 
living. He had been Chairman of the 
Board of Guardians for nine years, and 
he knew the condition of the poor in 
Poplar was now drayged into 


age, he 


and he 


Poplar. 
every discussion ; it had even been made 
to do duty in the debate on the Irish 
Council Bill the other day. He had 
heard old men and women who had out- 
lived their relations tell of their struggles, 
how they had paid into friendly societies, 
and how they had done their best to 
make both ends meet. There was the 
ease of one old man who had applied 
for out-door relief ; but in this enlightened 
and Christian country they were not 
allowed to give relief part of which might 
be spent on rent, so that they were 
obliged to order the decent old man into 
the workhouse. A bricklayer with a 


Mr. Crooks. 
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| pension of 6s. a week applied for outdoor 
| relief, and he was told that some people 
| thought that it was an adequate pension, 
| The man replied, “Do they really; | 
| should like to see them pay 3s. 6d. a 
| week rent, and the man and the old 
woman live on the other half crown,” 
| This man had been thrifty, had done 
| his best, and had got stranded. Thrifty 
and unthrifty, when they got past the 
age of sixty-five, had to live very largely 
| on precarious charity or out-door relief, 

These men who had lost the power of 
work were the men who, in their days of 
vigour, created the wealth of the country, 
and were they going to turn their back 
upon them ? Something like £28,000,000 
| a year were set out as for Poor Law pur. 

poses, but a large proportion of that 

sum went in directions which had nothing 

to do with the Poor Law at all. Of the 

total sam £13,000,000 went to the relief 


of the poor, or, to be accurate, a con- 
| siderable part of the £13,000,000 went 
| on furniture, pensions, ete., until all that 
| was left of the £28,000,000 — was 
| £6,000,000 for the actual relief of the 
poor. If the system of old age pensions 
were adopted it would stop the recruiting 
ground for old people to go into the work. 
house; they would gradually get rid 
of these workhouses, and they would 
increase the membership of friendly 
societies and trade He had 
always said that once they affirmed 
the principle of old age pensions it would 
be the duty of the Executive to find the 
If they wanted to 


unions. 


ways and means. 
increase the Navy they would not begin 
to argue with the First Lord of the 
Admiralty ; the fact was if he wanted the 
ships the ships he must have, and all Eng- 
land would roar about the glorious Navy. 
But there was other expenditure necessary 
for the good of the State, and he put old 
age pensions on that principle ; they were 
to save life, to preserve life, and to give 
aged veterans a better chance. He 
appealed to the House to atflirm the 
principle of this Bill, and leave it to the 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to find 
the ways and means. 
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*Mr. F. W. VERNEY (Buckingiham- | thrifty man, the worthless man, and the 


shire, N.) said he had listened with 
admiration to the extremely interesting 
spzech of the hon. Member for Preston. 
There was, however, one fallacy running 
through it. The hon. Gentleman said that 
the pension must depend on contribution . 
Certainly, but it seemed to him and 
to a good many others, he thought, 


that the hon. Member meant a money 
contribution which left entirely out 


of account the contribution of work 
or money’s worth, which was of much 
greater value than a money contribution. 
If they took the money contribution in 
proportion to income, it was very much 
ereater from the poor man than it was 
from the rich. If they took the contri- 
bution in money, as well as in work 
which had a money value a_ very 
strong case indeed was established for 


He 


was one of those Members of the House 


old age pensions for poor workers. 


who, at the general election, had carefully 
guarded himself from any definite 
promise beyond saying that it would 
be the clear duty of the House to 


discuss this question with an open 
mind, to see how far they could go 
in the direction of giving to those 
who had worked for the State and 
country some return in their old age, 


exactly on the same principle as that on 


which they gave pensions to our generals | 


and admirals, diplomats, people in high 
station, and Cabinet Ministers, to whom 
pensions were given, not because thev 
had paid rates and taxes, but because 


they had contributed in work to the 
welfare of their country. It would, 
of course, be said that this did not 


meet the case of the unthrifty, and those 
who did not contribute to the good of 
the country at large. The case of the 
idle and the vicious could never be met, 
and ought never to be met by old age 
pensions, and in the Bill before them, 
although he did not pin himself to every 
clause of it, and conceded that, on sub- 
sequent stages, it might be improved 
upon, yet he thought that they had got 
an indication that the drunkard, the un- 











for old age pensions. 


criminal were not to be set on a footing 
for old age pensions, and that was a dis- 
tinction which it was quite right to 
preserve. The principle of old age 
pensions had been practically accepted 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
who had also accepted the principle 
of graduated taxation, from which 
many of them hoped to get a great 
deal of the money which would provide 
The other sources 
of income would no doubt result from a far 
less expenditure on what the country did 
not want. Again, another source of 
income would be the reduction of the ex- 
penditure on the Poor Law, which many 
of them had to lament to-day. Reference 
had been made to the German system, 
in which he thought there was a great 
deal that was admirable ; but it must not 
be forgotten that the system was based 


on contributions from three different 
sources. The employers, the workmen, 
and the State contributed, and_ this 


system of triple contribution worked 
extremely well inGermany. But behind 
that system there was State compulsion. 
He very much doubted whether this 
country was ready to accept the system 
of State compulsion to the same extent as 
it was worked in Germany. In England 
they disliked compulsion in any form, 
Care must be taken not to arouse in 
reference to a system of old age pensions 
the same opposition to the principle of 
compulsion which had shown itself in 
regard to military service. As to what 
was frequently said about thriftless and 
drunken people amongst the working 
classes, the number was often put down 
much larger than actually existed. 
The enormous majority of the working 
classes did work, and they would work 
not less but more if they knew that at 
the end of the long life of toil there 
would be something better than that 
bastile, the workhouse. A system of 
old age pensions towards which every 
working member of the community con- 
tributed directly or indirectly would rouse 
public opinion in favour of the worker 


as 
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and against the loafer, and be an invalu- 
able incentive reducing largely the 


numbers of those who now came upon 
the public funds as the direct result of 
idleness, improvidence and vice. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
Burns, Battersea): I with 
previous speakers in thinking that the 
debate has been a most interesting one, 


agree 
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make some sort of provision for the old, 
the maimed, and the sick in the army of 


industry as well as for the various 
other ills which flesh is heir to, 
But the opposition to any scheme 
of old age pensions is growing smaller 
by degrees and beautifully less in this 
House, and with the exception of the 


hon. Baronet the Member for the City of 


| London and the hon. Member for Preston 


| we really have no out-and-out opponents 


and it has been taken part in by an | 


unusually large number of hon. Members. 
In the absence of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who has to keep a public 
engagement, and speaking on behalf of 
the Government, I direct attention to 
the difference the 
debate and the many discussions which 
have taken place on the subject in 
This question is assum- 


between present 


previous years. 
ing a different shape now that it is being 
approached from the practical point of 


view. The economic doctrinaire is less 


insistent, and it is agreed that something | 
| that there is some force in the suggestion 


must be done. Opinion is divided only 
as to the means and the time. The 
hon. Member for Preston has uttered a 
number of warnings that will certainly 
have to be remembered by any one 
for a scheme. 


responsible pension 


Schemes from other countries had been | 


talked about, but I do not believe that 
the German pension scheme is adapt- 
able to this country. I do not, however, 
think that it is necessary to 
Australia and Germany for experience, 
because, to a large extent, the conditions 


go to 


in those countries are quite different from 
the conditions here. No other country, 
for instance, has the enormous network 
of friendly society organisations that we 
have ; and any scheme of old age pensions 
must take into account these 28,000 
separate organisations, with 13,000,000 
or 14,000,000 members, all of which 
Mr. F. W. Verney. 








of old age pensions, although there are 
differences as to methods and as to how 
the money is to The 
friendly societies a few years ago were 


be obtained. 
opposed to any form of old age pensions, 
but they have now changed their views, 
It is safe to say now that neither friendly 
societies nor trade unions are opposed to 
some form of old age pensions. I am 
that contributory 


schemes, some have askeu for subsidies 


aware some want 
to friendly societies, and a few want no 
scheme atall. It has been boldly said 


and I think Labour members will recognise 


—that a State pension scheme might be 
a State subsidy to low wages or to a low 
It has 


standard of comfort. also been 


suggested that the provision of an old 
age pension for a son’s father or mother 
might, in some respects, diminish paternal 
or maternal regard, and sterilise some of 
those filial qualities which all of us wish 
to stimulate. It is generally agreed now 
that provision for the aged not now 
provided for is essential, and that it 
must come out of the rates or the taxes. 
But on the ‘question as to who is to be 
regarded as eligible for pension there is 
a greater division now than a few years 
ago, and, as to the amount of the pension 
the advocates of a universal scheme are 
beginning to realise that differentiation 
must be made between urban and rural 
person 


conditions as well as between 
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and person. 
an old couple were to get 5s. 


each week from a son 


the 


and ls. or 2s. 


or a daughter, collective income 


to those people in the country would be | 


of infinitely more value and good | 
than 15s. or 16s. a week from a 


State pension fund to a man living 


in London or in any other large 
ity. I agree with the hon. Member | 


for Woolwich that if anything is to 
he done, it must be worked out, not by a 
ommittee, but by the departments of the 
£16,500,000 


now spent on the Poor Law which may, 


State. There is a sum of 
in part, be diverted to the provision of 
Id age pensions, and these two systems 


—the Poor Law and the pension scheme 


—must be run side by side for the 
mutual benefit of both. As to who 
should be «qualified for a pension, ex- 
perience indicates that, in the first 


instance, it will not be possible to lay 
down the rule that every man of sixty- 
five years of age should have a pension 
irrespective of character. There are an 
enormous number of people in a condi- 
tion, mentally, morally, and physically, 
in which a pension of 5s. a week would do 
more harm than good. The Government 
tecept the principle embodied in the Bill, 
though they differ from and cannot under 
circumstances some ot its 


ny accept 


proposals. J should be sorry, for instance, 


to see it made a condition, whatever the 


amount was, that after a had 


man 
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All must realise that if | would lead to confusion, irritation, and 
each | humiliation. 
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There is another point in 
‘the Bill which ought to be taken into 
Clause 12, 
which imposes a larger number of restric- 


/consideration, and that is 


tions and disabilities than I expected 


'to find in a universal Bill of this kind. 
Then there is Clause 17, which creates a 
form of claim, registration, and super- 
the that 


| . 
| (government cannot, under any circum- 


vision of distribution the 
stances, accept, because of our knowledge 
of the difficulties of working this and 
similar schemes. Now I will pass from 
these details of the Bill to the question 
Whether the House realises 


it or the fact that this 


of the cost. 


not, it is 





| 


Bill would cost from £26,000,000 to 
£29,000,000 in the next three years. 
That means on the present basis of 
taxation, increased imposts on certain 
persons or things. It means, perhaps, 
diminished revenue from other sources, 
and, as the demands on rates and taxes 
are rapidly increasing, my view is that 
the Government would find it financially 
impossible to promise that they would 
spend from £26,000,000 to £29,000,000. 
They cannot raise any of this money by 
increasing indirect taxation. The taxes 
on tea and sugar and other foods are 
high enough, and | am one of those who 
hope to see the day when they will be 
reduced. I do not think that, on the 
present basis, we can raise more money 


by minor readjustments, and if we have to 


hecome a_recinie — ave : ; é 
come a recipient, he should have to prise £26,000,000 or £29,000,000 as hon. 


go to the town hall or the parish room 
toask for his pension. Anhon Member | 
has suggested that if there happened to be 
along queue of applicants waiting 
their pensions a busy man would not 
waste his time by hanging on to the end 


of the queue but would go elsewhere, | 


be 


Members opposite want them to 


' raised, by taxes on food, the people, I 


ine think, would rather postpone the old age 


pension scheme. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Not tax 


. > | ~ . 
and the pension scheme would profit to 0” food, but taxes upon foreign mam 


that extent. 


VOL. CLXXIV. [FourtH SERIES. | 


I think that kind of thing | factured articles. 
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*Mr. JOHN BURNS: It 
suggested that this large sum 


has been 


raised by cumulative or graduated death 
duties, 
want to pay £26,000,000 or £29,000,600 | 
at once, and that people would be content 
if there is a beginning, and a beginning 


soon. [ do not hear that cheered. 


There is no cheer 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY : 
for that. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: Does the hon, 


Member suggest that we should 


Seah ae} 


£26,000,000 or £29,000,000 at once. 


I do 
half 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY : No: what 
suggest is that you would not want 


of that sum. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS : I am sorry that | 
I have not yet heard how eve rhody is | 
going to get an old age pension at the 


from the ex 
last | 


cost of nobody. Judging 


perience and the speeches of the 


year or two on this subject, there seems | 


It might be said that we do not | 


{COMMONS} 


| 
| 


could be | 


| 


provide | 
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scheme, with these deductions, will, 
the ages are placed at seventy, 
£6,119,000 in 1907, £6,273,000 in 191]. 
and £6,727,000 in 1921. On the basis 
years, with the 
the cost will be 


cost 


of seventy-five and 


Hamilton deductions, 


£3,030,000 in 1907, £3,140,000 in 
1911, and £3,465,000 in 1921. With- 
out the deductions the figures will 
be £29,000,000, £13,000,000, and 
£8,000,000 respectively. We have to 
recognise that to-day there are 250,000 
men who receive £10,500,000 as 
pensioners in the Army, Navy, Civil 
Service, local authorities, and. similar 


bodies. In addition to these 250,000 


receive 


people there are also those who 


| pensions from trade unions and friendly 


to be a desire that something should be | 


done, and I may remind the House that 


on the 18th of April last, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer not only hypothecated 


but allocated £2,250,000 as the nucleus 
of an old age pension scheme. I 


former 


House 


occasion that I would get together all the 


promised the upon a 


information I could on this subject, and | 


I now have it in draft for circulation. I 


have collected certain data as to how we 
and I find 


have a universal oldage pension of 5s. 


can begin, that if we are 
week at sixty-five years of age it would 
in July, 1907, cost £29,000,000. If, how- 
ever, we are to make the deductions laid 


down by the Hamilton Committee and 


°| 
i 
| 


exclude paupers, casuals, vagrants, luna. | 


ties, and criminals, such a scheme would 


cost £10,780,000 in 1907, £11,000,000 | 
The | 


in 1911, and £12,000,000 in 1921. 


societies. We shall have to consider, in 
relation to any start they may make, and 
perhaps rule out, those whose pensions 
from these and other 
£34 to £94 per 
practical details to which the Govern 


sources range fron 


annum. These are 


their enet 


ment are devoting ‘gies. 
We are told that we can save 
materially from the Poor Law. I do 


not believe it. I believe that at the 


outside we cannot save more than from 


one to two millions. The trade unionists 


and members of friendly societies who 


are now receiving superannuation 
allowance may object to being dis 


qualified for a pension, If their 
objections are right, 


I believe they are right, the people who 


and, in the main, 


are receiving pensions higher would also 
take the same view, 
should 


and the result will 
have a tremendous 
difficulty, re- 


be that we 


amount of friction and 
organisation, and adaptability of means 
to end that would give any Department 
duty a considerable 


The ( 


statement of 


charged with this 
amount of trouble rovernment are 
pledged by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on April 


the 
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1xth, and on the strength of that promise 
which, I think, may be considered by 
everybody as a pledge, the Government, 
through me, accept the principle em- 
bodied in this old-age pension scheme 
now before the House, but we cannot 


be either pledged or committed to the 
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and pledge I have given on_ behalf 


of the Government. 


Mr. W. H. LEVER rose in his place 
and claimed to more, “ That the Question 


be now put.” 





plan, the details, the organisation, or the 
cost of the scheme introduced in this 


Bill. Subject to that 


limitation the 


Government support the principle and 


I trust that the 


measure will be content with the promise 19. 


Alvaham, William(Cork, N.E. ) 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ambrose, Robert ; 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury,E.) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Jarnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W. P. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon } 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Billson, Alfred 
Black, Arthur W. 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, Jolin 

Bottomley, Horatio 
Bowerman, C. W. 
Branch, James 
Brooke, Stopford 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Cairns, Thomas 
Cameron, Robert 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, William 
Clynes, J. R. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S.Pancras, W 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,CH.(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cowan, W. H. 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
Crosfield, A. H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 


promoters 


of this 


AYES. 


Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H. (St. Pancras,N 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glendinning, R. G. 

Gooch, George Peabody 

Grant Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

(Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Halpin, J. 

Harmsworth Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harrington, fimothy 
Hart-Davie,, T. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Horniman, Emslie John 


The House divided : Ayes, 232 ; 
(Division List No. 165.) 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the House is 


prepared to come to a decision. 


Question put. 


Noes, 


Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

Hunt, Rowland 

Hyde, Clarendon 

lars, THe W,, 

Illingworth, Perey H. 
Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelly, George D. 

Kettle, Thomas Michael 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy(Essex, Harwich) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 
Macdonald,J,M.(Falkirk Bg’hs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
MaeVeigh,Charles(Donegal,E. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon(Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doneast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Grady, J. 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, RobertJohn (Norfolk, E.) 
Pullar, Sir Roliert 

Radford, G. H. 

2ea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighis. ) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Cavendish Rt. Hn. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Craig,CharlesCurtis( Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain James (Down,E. 
Dalrymple, Viscount 

Main Question put, and : 


Bill read a second time. 


Bill committed to a Committee of the 


whole House for Monday next. 


I] illiam Le ver). 


ADVERTISEMENTS REGULATION BILL. 
As amended (by the 


Committee), considered. 


Amendments proposed— 


iwreed to. 
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Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Seddon, J. 

Shackleton, David James 
Sheehy, David 
Sheffield, Sir BerkeleyGeorgel). 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim,S.} 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. ) 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sutherland. J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Vincent,Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 


NOES. 


Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Nicholson, Wm.G.(Peterstield) 
(Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Ward,W. Dudley (Southampton 
Warde, Col. C. E.(Kent, Mid.) 
Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. ; 
Watt, Henry A. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palme 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh, N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Paneras, §.) 
Wilson, W.T. (Westhoughton) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
William Lever and Sir 
Francis Channing. 


Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Russell, T. W. 
Turnour, Viscount 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Harold Cox and_ Wir 
Frederick Banbury. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 


Friday, 14th June. 


TELEGRAPH |MONEY. | 
Committee to consider of authorising 


the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, 


of sums for the purpose of the Telegraph 


Standing 


Acts, 1863 to 1906 (King’s Recommenda- 
tion signified), upon Monday next.—(.1/. 


Herhest Lewis.) 


PENRITH URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


‘© In Clause 4 after the word ‘fun,’ to insert 


the words ‘in the case of the City of London 
out of the consolidated rate of that City.” 

“* In Clause 6, to leave out sub-section (1), and 
to insert the words—‘ (1) Within the City o! 
London, the mayor, aldermen and commons ot 
that City, in common council assembled, and 
within the county of London Gutside the | to Standing order No. 3. 
City of London the London County Council.” 


(Sir F. Banbury.) 


Amendments agreed to : 


Adjourned at 
after Five o’clock till Monday 
next. 


SELL. 


Reported from the Police and Sanitary 
Committee, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Report 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER adjourned 
the House without Question put, pursuant 


> 


sixteen minutes 
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The Lord Howarp DE WALDEN took 
the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
_ House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
: had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 
Boston Spa Gas; Burnley Corporation ; 
‘Shanklin Gas; Bristol Corporation ; 
Brighouse Corporation. 


Memt 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


revision by the 


Bill 


Pasley Children Legitimisation 
[H.L.].—Presented, and read 1", 


Cavehill and Whitewell Tramways Bill 
[H.L.] ; Report from the Select Committee, 
+ That the Promoters do not intend to 
> proceed further with the Bill: Ordered 
that the Bill be not further proceeded 
with. 


Speech indicates 


qreent 


Midland Railway Bill [#.1.].—The 
King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
‘reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


THIMCNRCE 


atl the 


~ Coventry Corporation Water Bill [H.1.]. 
~—Reported from the Select Committee, 
< with Amendments. 

S 

~ North British Railway Bill [n.L.].— 
. The King’s consent signified; and Bill 
\ reported from the Select Committee, with 

Amendments. 


North East London Railway Bi!l.— 
Read 2", and committed for To-morrow. 


Canal Tolls and Charges (New Junction 
Canal) Order Confirmation Bill [#..].— 
Committed. 


Great Northern and City Railway Bill. 
—Brought from the Commons; read 
1‘; and referred to the Examiners. 
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Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London No, 2) Bill [#.L.] ; 
Education Board Provisional Orders Con- 
firmation (Surrey, ete.) Bill [m.1.].— 
Read 2* (accordiny to order}. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill —Brought from the Commons, 
and read 1*; to be printed, and referred 
to the Examiners. (No. 54.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Code of regulations for continuation 
classes providing further instruction for 
those who have left school, 1907. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3777. United States (Maryland, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and Kentucky). 
No. 3778. Italy (Sicily). 
No. 3779. France (Corsica). 
No. 3780. France (Dunkirk.) 
No. 3781. Italy (Genoa). 


MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL RE- 
PORT AND STATISTICS FOR 1906) 
(PART I. DISTRICT STATISTICS). 

Statistics of the persons employed, 
out-put, and accidents at mines and 
quarries in the United Kingdom, arranged 
according to the inspection districts. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 
Returns of accidents and casualties as 
reported to the Board of Trade by the 
several railway companies in the United 


Kingdom, during the three months 
ended 31st December, 1906; together 


with Reports of the inspecting officers, 
assistant inspecting officers, and sub- 
inspectors of the railway department to 
the Board of Trade upon certan 
accidents which were inquired into. 
Part II. Reports on accidents. 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
Return of evictions in Ireland for the 
quarter ended 31st March, 1907. 
INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES, 
1907-1908). 
Explanatory memorandum by the 
Secretary of State for India. 


U 
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AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND). | 
Reports and tables relating to Irish 
migratory agricultural labourers, for the 
year 1906. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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notice, namely, whether it is the in- 
tention of His Majesty’s Government 
to take part in the proceedings of the 
Select Committee which the House on 


| the 7th instant decided, on Lord Caw- 


dor’s Motion, to appoint. I ask this 


| Question because there is a certain amount 


LUNACY. 

Report to the Lord Chancellor of the 
number of visits made, the numbers of 
patients seen, and the number of miles 
travelled by the visitors of lunatics, 
pursuant to the Lunacy Act, 1890, from 
Ist October 1906, to 31st March, 1907. 


POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND COLONIAL 
PARCEL POST) (CONSTANTINOPLE 
AND SMYRNA TO EGYPT AND BE- 
YOND). 

The Foreign and Colonial Parcel Post 
Amendment (No. 5) Warrant, 1907, 
dated 25th April, 1907. 

SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 
LANCASTER). 

Order made by the council of the 
county of Lancaster, and confirmed by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, fixing the hours of closing for 
certain Classes of shops within the Clayton- 
le-Moors, Oswaldtwistle, and Church 
Urban Districts, 


(COUNTY OF 


INDIA. 

{Finance and Revenue Accounts)— 
Finance and Revenue accounts of the 
Government of India, for the vear 1905- 
1906. 

(Home Accounts)—Home Accounts of 
the Government of India. 

(Progress and Condition)—Statement 
exhibiting the moral and material pro- 
gress and condition of India during the 
year 1905-1906. Forty-second Number. 

(Estimate)—Estimate of revenue and 
expenditure of the Government of India | 
for the year 1906-1907, compared with the 
results of 1905-1906. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





of doubt as to the intention of His 
Majesty’s Government. The noble Ear! 
the Lord President of the Council at the 
outset of the debate stated distinctly 
| that it would be useless for His Majesty's 
Government to take part in the deliber- 
ations of the Committee, and the Amend- 
ment which he subsequently moved 
pointed clearly in that direction; but 
the concluding words of the noble 
Marquess towards the end of the debate 
were not quite in accord with the earlier 
statement. The noble Marquess said— 

“Therefore we feel that you should wait 
until you know what are the principles of the 
proposals of the Government in regard to dif- 
ferences between the two Houses, and then, 
with full knowledge of the facts of the case, 
proceed upon the inquiry which you desire.” 
The inference from the noble Earl's 
statement was that there should be no 
discussion until provision had actually 
been made for adjusting differences 
between the two Houses, while the in- 
ference from the Marquess’s 
statement was rather that no discussion 
should take place until the Government 
proposals had been made known. The 
two things are not quite the same, and 
I should be glad if the noble Marquess 
could remove that element of doubt. I 
take this opportunity of asking him a 
further Question of which I have given 
him notice, namely, whether he is able 
to tell us how soon the Committee 
appointed on the Motion of Lord Burgh- 
clere to inquire into the Standing Orders 
of debate is expected to meet. 


noble 


*THeE LORD PRIVY SEAL (the Mar- 
quess of Ripon): My Lords, the dis- 
tinction which my noble friend has 
drawn between what was said by my- 
self and by the Lord President seems 
to me extremely subtle. My noble 
friend will recollect that when I made 


/my speech the other night it was under 


HOUSE OF LORDS REFORM. 
THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I beg to ask the noble Mar- 
quess the Leader of the House a Question 
of which I have given him private 


severe pressure. I was informed that 
some dreadful thing would happen if I 
did not stop at a particular time, and, 
in order to avoid that catastrophe, I 
was careful to say as little as I decently 
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could. But I did not at all intend to, 
contradict what fell from my noble friend | 
the Lord President of the Council. | 
The view we take is that the inquiry of | 
the Committee—and your Lordships hav- | 
ing passed the Resolution appointing | 
the Committee, I say it with all respect— | 
js inopportune, and, that being so, in our | 
judgment it would be quite out of place, | 
indeed it would place us in a false position, 
if we were to take any part in the Com- 


mittee. That, I hope, is a sufficiently 
distinct Answer. With regard to the 
other Question, I have been in com- 


munication with Lord Burghclere, and it 
has been agreed that it would be con- 
venient to hold the first meeting of the | 
Committee upon rules of debate on the | 
first Thursday after the re-assembling 
of the House after Whitsuntide. 


THe Ear: or CAMPERDOWN: The 
noble Marquess says he is not prepared 
to take part in the Committee to which | 
Lord Newton’s Bill and other proposals | 
are to be referred. Does he also intend | 
to advise his friends behind him to | 
take no part in that Committee ? 
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government of the country, just as other 
classes of the community in more fortu- 
nate circumstances ashore claim their 
vote as a right and exercise it as such. 


For reasons which will be obvious to 
your Lordships, mariners are at present, 
to all intents and purposes, disfranchised. 
And yet their calling is one upon which 
the British Empire mainly depends. 
Take away our merchant service and 
where should we be? And I would 
remind your Lordships of our seafarers 
in the Royal N avy, who have just as much 
right to their Parliamentary votes as 
men employed in dockyards and other 
naval establishments ashore. At times 
our seamen, both of the Royal Navy and 
the merchant service, receive great 
praise and admiration, but, when they 
ask to be given an opportunity to exercise 
the franchise, their request meets with 
good deal of apathy. Yet to a certain 
extent the Legislature has already 
accepted the principle of giving special 
facilities to mariners to record their votes. 
Over six years ago the Second Reading 
of a Bill for this purpose was carried in 


| another place by a majority of no less 


Toe Marquess or RIPON: I spoke | 
for Members of the Government. I do 
not in the least intend to exercise any 
influence, if I have any, over my noble | 
friends behind me. 


SAILORS’ VOTES. 

Lorp MUSKERRY rose to call atten- 
tion to the disabilities of mariners in | 
recording their votes, and to move to | 
resolve, “ That in the opinion of this 
House His Majesty’s Government should | 
appoint a Committee to consider and | 
report as to feasible schemes, either by 
means of proxy voting or otherwise, 
which would tend towards removing 
these disabilities.” 


The noble Lord said: My Lords, the 
grievance I bring to the notice of your 
Lordships is a very genuine one, and I | 
feel sure that it will command your entire 
sympathy ; for it is only consistent with 
reason and justice that, if we compel our | 
seafaring population to contribute their | 
quota to the National Exchequer, we 
should at least give them some oppor- 
tunity to record their views on the 


| than 103. 


The Motion that it should be 
committed tothe Standing Committee on 
Law was opposed by the late Lord Ritchie 
—then sitting in the House of Commons 


| as a member of the Government—and 


was, in consequence, unfortunately lost 
by twenty-nine votes. This gave sore 
disappointment to seafarers, but by means 
of private Bills of Members they con- 
tinued the struggle but without any luck 
in the ballot. Three years later Sir 
Elhott Lees succeeded in getting the first 


| place for a Resolution on the question, 


and it formed the subject of an evening’s 
debate. The then Government were 
sympathetic in the matter, and would, I 
understand, have agreed to appoint a 
Committee of inquiry ; but the Resolu- 
tion was over-loaded by a very mis- 
taken Amendment of Mr. Bell, which in- 
cluded railway workers and others, and 
the efforts of those working for sea- 
farers were again frustrated. It 
was pointed out that the grievance 
on the part of the mariners was far the 
greatest, and that anything done for them 
would be a useful precedent for others. 
But all to no purpose. Negotiations, 
however, continued, and ultimately the 


U2 
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following reference to a Committee was | 
agreed to by the different parties in- | 


terested— 
** Parliamentary Elections (Mariners’, Fisher- | 
men’s and Railway Servants’ Votes).—That a 


Select Committee be appointed to consider and | 
report whether any practical facilities can be | 
fishermen, and | 


provided whereby mariners, 
railway servants may record their votes in 
advance at Parliamentary elections, when by | 
reason of their calling they will be absent at | 
sea or on duty on the day of the poll, and | 
whether it is advisable to provide such facili- | 


: 


sac 7? . 
ties. i 


The then Government were not averse to | 
the appointment of this Committee if | 


agreed to by the Commons, but they 
could give no time for a discussion on the 
matter. 
appointment of a 
formally moved it was objected to by Mr. 
Caldwell, who eventually withdrew his 
opposition. Yet this did not serve, for, 
on the Motion being again formally in- 
troduced, Sir Frederick Banbury entered 
an objection and declined to remove it, 
and the hopes of seafarers were once | 
again dashed to the ground. Your 
Lordships will therefore see that unless | 
His Majesty's Government are prepared 
to give that material assistance to sea- 
men which they can give without any | 
difficulty there is little chance of bring- | 
ing about a most desirable and necessary 
reform. 


I,do not think there is any necessity | 
for elaboration of my case. The justice 
of it cannot be questioned. I will quote 
one instance which has come to my notice, | 
and which is common to a great number | 
of mariners. A commander of one of our | 
largest merchant ships has been a| 
householder for twenty vears, but, as 
yet, has never been able to record his 
vote. When at home on one occasion he 
was required to proceed from his resi- 
dence in the South of England to look 
after a steamer which was in course of 
building for his firm in Scotland. During 
his absence from home he was summoned 
to serve on a jury, and for non-atten- 
dance was fined £10. "Through his 
solicitor it was partly refunded, though 
his absence cost him £5. This self-same 
shipmaster points out that last year he 
was unable to record his vote by a few 
days, whereas the doctor on his vessel, a 
young man who had only lately left his 
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On the first occasion when the | 
Committee was | 


. | thousand votes should 
| to a Parliamentary representative when 





University, was able to send his proxy 
Lord Muske ry. 


Votes. 540 


vote from Marseilles. There is no equity 
in treatment of this kind. 
| We specially legislate for the blind, the 
illiterates, and the Jews in the matter of 
| the franchise, but we entirely ignore such 
a capable, intelligent, and worthy man 
as the British sailor. In him we find our 
| first line of defence, to him we look for 
| our ‘food supplies; without him, we in 
these islands would be starving within 
| the space of a few weeks. Even a com- 
| paratively small maritime country like 
| Norway makes special provision for her 
sailors in the way of recording their votes. 
And yet we, who have the greatest and 
most progressive mercantile marine the 
world has ever seen, give no helping hand 
to those upon whom we are so supremely 
dependent. 

I am, of course, well aware of the 
difficulties which beset us in this matter, 
but I venture to submit that it 
least our duty to our seafaring { 
subjects to make some conscientious 
endeavour either to 
difficulties or to meet them as far as we 
possibly can. If no satisfactory solu- 
tion can be found I think that the 
suggestion of constituting special sea- 
faring constituencies should be taken 
into consideration. The calling of a 
seaman is peculiar to itself and is, I 
would urge upon your Lordships, one 
requiring special and peculiar treatment. 
It is the height of inconsistency and 
injustice that a comparatively un ~ 
portant constituency of some two or thre: 
have the right 


if 


is 
rellow- 


overcome these 


serving in the two greatest 
of our Empire are denied 
to take part in its 


the men 
services 
facilities whatever 
political affairs. 

I feel I am not unreasonable in asking 
for the formation of a Committee to 
enable us seriously to tackle this most 
important question. I have avoided 
statistics and suggestions, as statistics 
are really immaterial and 
are better thrashed out by a Committee 
of the kind I ask for. Whatever the 
result of their deliberations might be— 
and I do not see why they should be in 
any way futile—it would at least show 
our brethren on the sea that we are 
not entirely unmindful of them. Owing 
to their lack ot political representation 


suggestions 





ity 


he 
of 
ch 
an 





541 Sailors’ 


they merit all the more consideration 
and sympathy from your Lordships’ | 
House, and I trust to learn that His | 
Majesty’s Government—who, I must say, | 

| 


| 


have so far given a good deal of considera- 
tion to the sailor—will give their most 
favourable consideration to the proposal | 
which I now bring before your Lordships. | 
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a better course than the appointment 
of a Committee. If the noble Lord 
has not seen this Bill I shall be glad to 
send him a copy. I trust that, in the 
circumstances, he will not press his 
Motion. 


*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH: My Lords, 


| I understand from the noble Earl who has 


Moved to resolve, ‘‘ That in the 
opinion of this House His Majesty’s | 
Government should appoint a Committee | 
to consider and report as to feasible | 
schemes, either by means of proxy voting 
or otherwise, which would tend towards 
removing disabilities otf mariners in 
recording their votes.”—(Lord Muskerry.) 


THe Eart or GRANARD :. My Lords, 
the question which has been raised by 
my ble friend has already been discussed 
on several oceasions in the House of 
Commons. In 1904, as the noble Lord 
has stated, Sir Elliott Lees moved a| 
Resolution in somewhat the same form. 
In the course of that debate Sir Elliott 
Lees stated that there were about | 
254.000 seamen of diiferent kinds. He 
could not tell how many were voters, | 
but on the whole he thought that there 
would be about 50,000. Mr. Bell after- 
wards moved that engine drivers, guards, 
and other railway servants should be | 
included. I think he estimated there | 
were 76,000 railway guards and engine | 
drivers and that only about 25 per cent. | 
of them were able to exercise their vote. | 
I understand that Mr. Long offered no 
objection to the formation of the proposed 
Committee. The whole matter seems to 
me to be a very complex one. There 
is beyond question a certain hardship 
in seamen being unable to record their 
votes. I notice that in New Zealand a 
measure has been passed lately to meet 
the case of seamen recording their vote. 
I should like to bring to the notice of 
my noble friend a Bill which has been 
introduced in another place entitled the 
Absent Voters Bill, and which has for 
its object affording facilities for voting 
at Parliamentary elections to sailors, 
fishermen, and others whose vocations 
make}them liable to habitual absence 
fromshome. I suggest that the noble 
Lord should try to get this Bill pressed 
forward in the House of Commons. I 
think that in every way that would be 





just spoken on behalf of His Majesty’s 
Government, that there is a Bill in 
another place dealing with this matter. 
The noble Earl calls upon the noble Lord 
who raised this question to use his in- 
fluence with that Assembly to get the Bill 
passed, but I think it more natural to 
call upon the Government and the Front 
Opposition Bench to use their influence in 
that direction. If the Government will 


| vive facilities to secure the passing of the 


measure in another place, it is highly 
improbable that when it reaches this 


| House it will meet with opposition. 


The greatest blot on the history of 
Eneland has been her treatment of her 
At a time when the arrest of a 


seamen. 

‘civilian would have raised throughout 
the country an outcry sufficient to 
overturn a Government, seamen were 


being pressed and sent to sea against 
their will, flogged as much as the captain 
thought proper, caned as much as the 
boatswain considered necessary, and 
rope’s-ended at intervals by the captains 
of their tops. Furthermore, they were 
fed on bad food by fraudulent contractors, 
kept waiting for their pay for years, and, 
worst of all, compelled to live at close 
quarters with gaol-birds who had been 
sent from prisons to fill up the comple- 
ments of our ships. 


A century has passed since those days. 
The seaman’s hardships have been con- 
siderably lessened, but there is still a 
differentiation between the liberties of 
the seaman and the landsman to the dis- 
advantage of the former. The working- 
man on shore has the franchise and is 
able to make use of it; the seaman is 
nominally in possession of it, but, in con- 
sequence of his frequent absence from 
home, is unable to exercise it. Is there 
any class on shore whose duties are as 
important and as useful to the country as 
those of the captains, officers, engineers, 
and seamen of the Royal Navy and the 
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merchant service that is without Parlia- 
mentary representation ? Why, it is on 
our commerce that we depend, not only to 
procure us food, but the income to buy 
that food. Yet the best of our working 
bees connected with that commerce 
remain as much unnoticed by Parlia- 
mentary candidates as if they had lived 
a century ago. 


Sailors’ 


If any proofs are required to show the 
necessity of extending the seaman’s 
possibilities of voting they are to be found 
in the history of the Merchant Shipping 
Act passed last year. The three great 





grievances of the seamen first, 
insufficient and  badly-cooked food; 


secondly, delay in payment of wages ; 
thirdly, unhealthy quarters with insuffi- | 
cient space to live in. When that Bill] 
was first introduced into Parliament it 
was a much better Bill, as far as the sea- 
men were concerned, 
passed. The shipowners, 
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was founded for the express object of 
opposing him ; therefore large numbers of 
voteless mariners were left without any 
exponent of their opinions. At present 
the chances of an officer or seaman on 
active service being able to vote are so 
small that agents scarcely trouble them- 
selves to put them on the register. It 
would be otherwise if proxies 
allowed. 


were 


My suggestion is that every officer and 
man, whether in the Royal Navy or in the 
mercantile marine, who is on the register, 
should have power to fili up an official 
form, which should be noted on the 
register, giving some proxy in his neigh- 
bourhood the right to vote for him at any 
Parliamentary election after 4 p.m. fora 
| certain number of years. This would 
‘leave the seaman an opportunity of 


| voting in person if he were anywhere near 


than it was when | 
who are well | 


represented in both Houses, succeeded in | 


getting a number of Amendments accepted 
by the Government, as regards both pay- 


at the time of an election. If he did so 
the proxy, on appearing at the polling 
booth after 4 p.m., would be told that the 
proxy vote could not be received. Some 


| people consider that if vou admit proxies 


ment of wages and housing space, which | 


will have the effect of rendering illusory 
the greater part of the benefits that the 
Bill as originally drawn would have con- 
ferred on seamen. Had mariners been in 


a position to record their votes this would | 
en-|o "3 
. aa 

deavoured to remedy these grievances by | fession at 
| appeal, not only to the Members of this 


probably not have happened. I 


moving Amendments in this House. I 


believe that several of them would have | 
been accepted here, had it not been that | 


a compromise had been made with a 
group of shipowners in another place, 
and the acceptance of my Amendments 
at so late a period of the session might 
have wrecked the Bill. 


But if seamen had had any voting 
power there would have been another 
Parliamentary group who, owing their 
seats to the seamen’s votes, might have 
successfully opposed the shipowners. 
But there was only one man that I know 
of who had a seat in another place who 
was considered to represent seamen— 
Mr. Havelock Wilson. His views on 
many points are strongly antagonistic to 
those of a great number of mariners; so 
much so, indeed, that an 
called the Mercantile Marine Guild, which 
has a membership of several thousand, 


Lord Ellenborough. 


association 





for seamen you must do so for other pro- 
fessions. I do not agree with them. 
In other professions some few individuals 
may occasionally be prevented from 
voting who would probably be able to 
record their votes at the next election. 
But, in the case of seamen, the whole pro- 
is permanently disfranchised. I 


House, but to all those who already possess 
the franchise, to take the earliest oppor- 
tunity of doing an act of justice to sea- 
men. 


Tue Marquess or LANDSOWNE: I 
hope we are right in inferring from the 
statement of the noble Earl opposite 
that His Majesty’s Government will do 
what they can to facilitate the progress of 
the Bill to which he referred in another 
place. To suggest that my noble friend 
who moved the Motion should procure the 
passing of the Bill, or, indeed, any 
other Bill, considering the _ legislative 
programme before Parliament, is really 
a proposal with which I do not think 
my noble friend behind me should be put 
oft. Therefore, unless we hear some- 
thing to the contrary we shall infer that 
His Majesty’s Government will do what 
they can to advance the Bill in question. 





eX 
pa 
lis 

31 
po 
an 
ay 
ho 
m 
ca 
fai 
po 
ho 
in 
to 
po 


Gi 


ex 


Ei 


544 
t of 
Ts of 
any 
sent 
1 on 
e SO 
1em- 

It 


were 


and 
the 
ster, 
icial 
the 
igh- 
any 
Or a 
yuld 

ot 
lear 
l so 
ling 
the 
yme 
xles 
DTO- 
Cm. 
nals 
rom 

to 
ion. 


)TO- 


the 
site 
do 
3 of 
her 
nd 
the 
ny 
ive 
lly 
ink 
put 
ne- 
hat 


on. 





545 Sugar Beet 
THe Marquess or RIPON: My 
noble friend is indeed a tempter. He 


took us to task rather sharply the other 
day for taking up other people’s Bills. 
That is exactly what my noble friend 
now proposes. All I can say is that 
the experience of last session does not 
lead me to think that to take up other 
people’s Bills would be a_ profitable 
course for the Government to pursue at 
the present moment. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: I would point 
out, with regard to the Bill to which 
reference has been made, that it has been 
three months getting to the Second 
Reading stage, and it has not yet been 
read a second time. I therefore ask His 
His Majesty’s Government to consent to 
the appointment of the Committee for 
which I move. The Committee need 
not he immediately appointed, and if the 
Bill in another place passes there will be 
no need for the Committee to sit. But if 
it is thrown out I submit there will be 
every reason for the Committee, and I 
therefore ask your Lordships to assent 
to my Motion. 


On Question, Motion negatived. 
SUGAR BEET INDUSTRY. 

Tue Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
I rise to ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether in view of their expressed desire 
to promote remunerative employment in 
agricultural districts and check the 
exodus to the towns, they are now pre- 
pared seriously to encourage the estab- 
lishment of a sugar beet industry in the 
British Isles, and thereby ensure that a 
portion of the £18,000,000 now paid 
annually for imported sugar shall be 
available for labour in rural districts at 
home; whether they realise that the 
main obstacles to the introduction of the 
capital necessary for the erection of 
factories are; (1) the threatened im- 
position of a heavy excise duty on any 
home-grown sugar; (2) the attitude of 
individual members of the Government 
towards the Brussels Convention and the 
possible re-introduction of bounty-fed 
sugar; and whether His Majesty’s 
Government will now, by a rebate of 
excise for a term of years, accord to an 
English sugar industry the same en- 
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couragement as has been given to Irish 
tobacco, and also give such an assurance 
on the subject of the Brussels Convention 
as will tend to remove the feeling of un- 
certainty now prevailing. 
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I ventured last year to draw the 
attention of the House to this question, 
and I am afraid I spoke at rather an 
unconscionable length. I can assure the 
House that I have no intention of making 
a long speech this evening. I have 
given notice of this Question on account 
of the additional interest which is being 
taken in the sugar beet industry in this 
country, and also on account of the 
desire which has been expressed by 
members of the Government to do 
something to stop the depopulation of 
the agricultural districts. I believe that 
this industry, if once started in this 
country, would do much to remedy those 
evils which are so much complained of. 
Agrculturists generally are very anxious 
that some step forward should be taken. 
your Lordships’ attention 
last year to the fact that there were 
something like 50,000,000 tons of beet- 
root grown every year on the Continent, 
and that there were from four to five 
million acres under beet. The cultiva- 
tion of sugar beet increases the fertility 
of the soil and gives a larger yield of 
succeeding crops, and it provides a most 
valuable cattle food in the residue of the 
beetroot. We have to face the fact 
that the raw sugar beet is not a good 
cattle food, and cannot be economically 
grown for any other purpose except the 
making of sugar; therefore you cannot 
expect people to grow large quantities 
in this country experimentally, except 
for that purpose, and for the making 
of sugar you want factories. That is 
the position in which we stand at present. 


All experimerts show that English 
beet is quite equal, if not superior, to 
that grown by continental nations, but 
we are faced with the want of capital. 
In order to put up a sugar factory, a 
capital of at least £70,000 would be 
required. I pointed out last year the 
great difficulties in starting this in- 
dustry ; I demonstrated that new 
factories established here could not hope 
to compete at the outset with the old- 
established factories on the continent, 
and I asked His Majesty’s Government 
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whether they would promise a rebate of 
excise duty in order to enable the in- 
dustry to get upon its legs and be firmly 
established in this country. I received 
a certain amount of sympathy from His 
Majesty’s Government, but I was met 
with a blank refusal, the reason for that 
refusal being that my proposals were 
described as savouring of protection. I 
can only say that that is not an excuse 
which is likely to commend the present 
fiscal policv of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to the agriculturists of the country. 


The noble Earl the President of the 
Board of Agriculture then tried to prove 
that sugar-beet could not vield a profit 
of more than £3 per acre, and that 
the farmers, therefore, would not think 
it worth while to cultivate it. But the 
farmer’s profit depends upon the price 
he can get for his beet, and the price 
which the sugar factories will pay for the 
beet will depend upon the price they get 
for the finished article. If vou are going 
at the outset to charge the full excise 
duty, either the factory must forego a 
considerable amount of profit, thereby 
rendering it more difficult to get the 
capital, or else they cannot afford to 
pay the farmers a price which would 
constitute an inducement to them to 
start beet-growing. 

After having been told that His 
Majesty’s Government would not listen 
to this proposal because it savoured of 
protection, it was very interesting to us 
later on in the session to find that this 
concession had been allowed in regard 
to the growing of tobacco in Ireland. 
When I inquired how it was that the 
Ministerial conscience had permitted this 
concession, I was told by the Lord 
President of the Council, first, that 
there was no analogy between the case 
of tobacco and sugar-beet, and, secondly, 
that His Majesty’s Government only 
wanted to prove that tobacco could be 
grown and that, as soon as that was done, 
they had the fullest intention of taxing 
it up to the full capacity. We will wait 
and see what the Irish Council has to 
say about that. We admire the Lord 
President’s wide knowledge on so many 
subjects, but I have no doubt he has 
not had very much time to give to the 
technical details of a new agricultural 
industry. I can assure him that, if he 


The Eurl of Denbigh. 
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thinks that the matter has been defi- 
nitely proved and that the industry is 
certain to be a success in this country, 
simply because we find we can success- 
fully grow small plots of sugar beet, 
he is suffering from faulty information 
and is very greatly mistaken. There 
is a great deal to be done vet before 
it is proved that the beet-sugar 
industry can be established. The first 
factory put up in this country will be 
absolutely experimental. Of course, 
we know what the machinery is that is 
used on the Continent, and we know 
the methods adopted for making sugar 
from beetroot; but, as it will be an 
entirely new departure, the first sugar 
factory put up in this country must be 
an interesting, though a most impor- 
tant, agricultural experiment. If it is 
successful it will lead to many more, 
and I respectfully suggest that it is 
surely worth while for His Majesty’s 
Government to strain a point in order 
to assist the establishment of the first 
factory. 


The great obstacle to the introduction 
of capital for this industry, apart from the 
question of price, is the attitude of 
various members of the Government 
towards the Brussels Sugar Convention. 
It is unnecessary to refer to the long 
negotiations and arguments which even- 
tually led up to that Convention; but I 
should like, in view of the attempts which 
are made by many supporters of His 
Majesty’s Government to secure a return 
to the sugar bounty system, to remind 
your Lordships that by nobody have these 
sugar bounties been more emphatically 
condemned than by Leaders of the 
Party opposite. The Prime Minister, 
speaking on this subject, said— 

“T regard bounties as merely another form 
of protective duties. ... These bounties ap- 
pear to me to be bad; they disturb trade, 
hinder the development of the country, and, 
above all, punish the very nations which employ 
them; so I do not know what there is to be 
said in favour of them.” 


Mr. Gladstone was equally condemna- 
tory of bounties. He said— 


“We do not regard with any satisfaction 
the system under which an artificial advantage 
is given in our markets to the products of 
foreign labour. . . . Some people say it is a 
good thing because the consumer gets the 
benefit, but no benefit founded on injustice 
and inequality can bring good to the consumer.” 
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In view of those extracts and the in- 
herent badness of the bounty system, 
and also of the fact that it is to the 
Brussels Convention and the abolition of 
the bounties that we owe the possibility 
of being able to start the sugar beet 
industry in this country, I do not think 
it is unreasonable to ask His Majesty's 
Government to give us some clear declara- 
tion of their intention on the subject. 


I do not ask them to pledge themselves 
to any definite adherence to the Con- 
vention as it stands, but I do ask them, 
when negotiating on the subject, not to 
agree to any provisions permitting the 
re-establishment of bounties or of what 
is known as the cartel system. The 
cartel{system which prevailed abroad is 


very nearly as harmful to the sugar 
industry in other countries as direct 
bounties. Under this system sugar | 


factories combined together for raising 
the price to the home consumer, so that 


they were able to sell their surplus to the | 


British consumer at a price very often 
below the cost of manufacture. They 
were Only able to maintain this system 
by the fact that they had import duties 
which were very largely in excess of the 
excise duties, so that it did not pay to 
import sugar from outside for the purpose 
of competing with them. But by the 
Brussels Convention the surtax was 
limited expressly to 2s. 6d. per cwt., and 
therefore, the cartels have been practi- 
cally knocked out. There is no doubt 
that when the Convention is reconsidered 
very strong influences will be brought to 
bear to re-establish the cartels and, to a 
certain extent, direct bounties. If these 
influences win the day, those who may 
have invested capital in the establish- 
ment .of sugar factories in this country 
would be entirely at the mercy of foreign 
trusts, and I do not think it is un- 
reasonable to ask that His Majesty's 
Government should give some assurance 
that they will protect investors in this 
country from that unfair competition. 


Unfortunately, soon after the Brussels 
Convention was signed there was a very 
short beet crop on the Continent. The 
consumption did go up on the Continent 
In, Consequence of the Convention, be- 
cause sugar became cheaper to the con- 


tinental consumer, but then the short | the remedy is in small holdings ; 
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Natur- 


Industry. 


sudden abnormal rise in price. 


| ally the opportunity was rather too good 


a one to be lost, and certain politicians in 
this country ignored all the teachings of 
their leaders on the subject of artificial 
cheapness and the inequalities of bounties, 
and attributed the rise in the price of 
sugar to the machinations of the wicked 
Tory Government. The result is that 
various members of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment have declared, in the strongest 
terms, that they intend to do all they 
possibly can to upset the Brussels Con- 
vention on the first opportunity. There- 
fore, your Lordships will recognise what 
a state of uncertainty His Majesty’s 
Government have created in this matter. 


Before I sit down I should like to point 
out how the industry is going ahead in 
America. In the United States in the 
last thirteen years the sugar produced 
has risen from 20,000 tons in 1894 to 
433,000 tons last year, and although that 
has been the result of a very heavy pro- 
tective tariff and is not a fair comparison 
with anything that is likely to obtain 
in this country, still it shows at any rate 
the importance which is attached to this 
industry in other countries. The other 
day an interesting report was published 
by Reading College upon experiments 
that were carried on in Buckinghamshire, 
and in that report reference was made 
to the great success which had attended 
those efforts and to the impossibility of 
doing anything further without factories 
There was a large and important meeting 
of farmers at Ripon not very long ago 
and they made particular inquiries into 


this industry. Steps have also been 
taken in Lincolnshire, and the East 
Suffolk Chamber of Agriculture have 


issued important information upon it 
On all hands agriculturists in this country 
are considering this industry, and are 
waiting for some encouragement from 
His Majesty’s Government. Something 
like £18,000,000 goes out of this country 
every year in payment for imported sugar. 
If only £1,000,000 of that sum could be 
spent in the agricultural districts here it 
is not difficult to see what a great amount 
of good would be done. 4 yd aid 
There is much talk of getting people 


back to the land, and we are told that 
but 


beet crop took place, and there was a} one of the great difficulties in regard to 
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instances a man cannot live on his 
small holding alone, and it is absolutely 
necessary for him to have some other 
means of subsistence. In the beet 
industry you have it, because -it is the 
only important agricultural industry 
which provides employment in the 
winter as well as in the summer. In 
the summer they have employment on the 
land, and in the winter in the factories. 
Again, vou have already established 
labour colonies, and the humble in- 
dividual in the neighbourhood of these 
colonies who grows cabbages for the 
market finds himself considerably injured 
by the State-aided cabbages which are 
thrown on the market. But in this beet 
industry you compete with nobody in 
this country, and a remission of excise 
would not tend to raise prices to the 
home consumer. It would be impossible 
for the most advanced free trader to say 
that under such a system your food 
would cost you more. I earnestly 
suggest that what has been done for 
Irish tobacco might perfectly well be 
done for English beet. 


His Majesty’s Government are be- 
lievers in stimulating influences. I do 
not know whether it would be wrong to 
suggest that the Irish concession was 
granted under the influence of Irish 
ginger. Will it be necessary for English 
agriculturists to resort to similar means 
before His Majestv’s Government. will 
move in the matter? I hope that the 
question will receive the attention which 
it merits; that, at all events, His 
Majesty’s Government will give earnest 
consideration to it, and do everything 
possible to let us have practical evidence 
as to whether or not the industry could 
be made successful in this country. 


Lorp DENMAN: My Lords, the 
noble Earl in the course of his speech 
made what was to us, on this side of the 
House, a very interesting admission, 
namely, that in his opinion the Irish 
Council Bill will pass through your 
Lordships’ House. In this House, I 
represent the Irish Office as well as the 
Treasury, and I am very grateful to the 
noble Earl for the comfort he has given 
me on this point to-night. 


The Earl of Denbigh. 


{LORDS} 
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This is not the first time that the noble 
Earl has raised the question of the sugar 
beet industry. Last year he brought the 
matter forward, and I gave him a direct 
statement in reply. He has asked the 
question again now, but has brought 
forward no new fact and no further 
combination of circumstances to show 
why the Government should reconsider 
the decision they came to last session. 
In replying for the Government on that 
occasion, I pointed out the difficulty the 
Government might have of withdrawing 
the rebate if once they had allowed it, 
and that view was endorsed by the 
noble Marquess the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition, who said that the doctrine that 
infant industries might be encouraged by 
the State during the earlier stages of their 
career was one which must be applied 
with very great caution indeed, because 
experience had shown that those in- 
dustries were apt to have the secret of 
eternal youth. It is obvious that in- 
dustries which are unable to stand upon 
their own merits must be a source oi 
anxiety to any Government, and ex- 
perience shows that, once a rebate has 
been granted, it is not found possible to 
withdraw the rebate on the date originally 
intended. 


I will not,go into the free trade argu- 
ments of the question, because I am 
well aware that I am addressing a pro- 
tectionist House; but I will repeat one 
argument which I used on the last 
occasion, namely, that if we grew sugar 
in this country by means of a rebate, 
and undersold the West Indian planter, 
we should be dealing a very severe blow, 
probably a death blow, at our West 
Indian trade. At present this trade 
shows every symptom of being an 
increasing and prosperous trade, and 
last year 500,000 cwts. more of West 
Indian sugar came into this country 
than the year before. Another argument 
is this: the existing duty on sugar 1s 
4s, 2d. per cwt., and, so far as I know, 
there is no probability in the near future 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will be in a position to mitigate that 
tax. But if we built up a sugar industry 
in this country by means of a rebate, 
the Chancellor would have to continue 
the sugar tax simply in order to give the 
rebate. 
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The noble Earl has asked what our | 
attitude is towards the Brussels Con- 
vention, and he animadverted on the | 


action of certain politicians in the | 
matter. It was not alone by politicians, | 


Jet me remind the noble Earl, that the 
Brussels Convention was disliked. It 
was loathed and detested by all the 
sugar-using trades. There are still at | 
the Treasury protests in no measured 
terms from important bodies 
senting those trades. I will read to your 
Lordships an extract from one of the 
communications received at the Treasury, 
which will show what the attitude of the 
sugar-using trades was— 


repre- | 


* Despite all the professions of the authors 
the price of a prime necessity to the poor has 
been doubled, and the purchasing power of the 


worker’s wage has thus been lessened; great 
industries are threatened with ruin, honest 


traders have their position jeopardised, and the 
gaunt gad of the unemployed has been in- 
creased. 

This is from a gentleman who was presi- 
dent of a Mineral Water Manufacturers’ 
Association, and it is a specimen of 
other protests showing the manner in 
which sugar-users generally regarded the 
Convention. 

I myself have a particular reason for 
disliking the Convention. I own a num- 
ber of shares—not many—in Indian tea 
companies. When the Brussels Conven- 
tion was signed, as noble Lords will 
recollect, Russia was one of the countries 
which refused to come within the scope 
ofthe Convention. Russia felt herself in- 
jured to a certain extent by the action 
which we took in joining the Convention, 
and therefore she put a countervailing 
duty on tea grown in India and Ceylon. 
Therefore we, the shareholders in tea 
companies, and the unfortunate tea 
planters in India and Ceylon, had to pay 
for the benefits conferred upon this 
country by the Convention. I do not | 
desire to dwell further on this point. I 
think we on this side of the House have 
given it as our opinion that there were 
errors in the conditions of the Brussels | 
Convention ; but that is, after all, past | 
history. I think it would be in the power 
of any one of us on this side to make 
perhaps a bitter speech on this subject, 
but I will refrain from doing so. 


The Eart or DENBIGH: May I ask 


the noble Lord whether his argument is 
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that he repudiates what has been said by 
the Leaders of his Party on the subject 
of bounties, and that he rather approves 
of bounties. 


Lorp DENMAN: I am not speaking 
on the subject of bounties at all. I do 
not see that it comes into my argument. 


| I say that the members of His Majesty’s 


Government adhere to the opinions which 


| they have given with regard to the Con- 


The noble Earl then asks what 


when we come to consider the Conven- 


| tion, as we are bound to do, in the year 


1908. I do not suppose that he really 
expects a definite reply on that point, 
and clearly he can hardly expect that on 
a side issue the Government are likely in 
this House to make a declaration of their 
policy on this question. After all, this 
is a matter of taxation, and it is essen- 
tially, therefore, a House of Commons 
question; and I have no doubt that 
when the time comes the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will make a declaration on 
this point in the House of Commons and 
will obtain the verdict of that House upon 
it. AsI have said, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment adhere to the opinions which they 
have expressed, and I think those opinions 
are pretty well known. 

Then the noble Earl 
we will give the same 
to sugar beet growing as_ has 
given to Irish tobacco. It appears 
to me that the noble Earl is under 
a strange misapprehension on that point. 
I would like to ask him what facilities 
have been given to Irish tobacco growers 
that English beet growers do not already 
possess. 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: Remission 


of excise. 


asks whether 
encouragement 
been 


Lorp DENMAN : Until recently it was 
illegal to grow tobacco in Ireland at all, 
with the exception of certain small 
experiments on a small area. Permission 
for this was granted, and we extended 
the permission. Lately a Bill has been 
introduced—it is now before your Lord- 
ships’ House—permitting tobacco to 
be grown in Ireland provided the excise 
Therefore, the 
beet grower in England is at present 
in a better position than the tobacco 
grower in Ireland, because he may freely 
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carry out these experiments. Naturally 
we say that if you are going to cultivate 
this industry on a large scale we shall 
impose the excise 
bound to do to protect our revenue. 
On his own showing the noble Earl is 
asking for a great deal. Last year the 
noble Earl stated that the rebate on the 
industry on such a scale as he wished to 


see in this country would amount to | 


about £400,000 a year. I asked him 
at the time how long he wanted it for, 
and he replied “ From five to ten years.” 
I think anyone going into business with 
the credit of the British Government 
at his back and with a cash present from 
the Treasury of some £2,000,000 or 
£3,000,000 would became a Standard Oil 
magnate very shortly. I have no doubt 
that the noble Earl is impervious to 
these or any other arguments that I may 
be in a position to bring forward. I 
can imagine him saying to himself, 
What matter the interests of the consumer, 
what matter the interests of low persons 
like bakers and confectioners, of base- 
born knaves such as mineral-water 
manufacturers, or unfortunate beings 
like tea-planters in Ceylon or sugar 
growers in the West Indies and British 
Guiana—what matter all these so long 
asjit is possible, with great care and 
considerable pecuniary risk, and with 
rebates on taxes, to build up, I would 
rather say to bolster up, a necessarily 
restricted industry in these islands ? 
Surely that is not a very comprehensive 
view to take of the needs of the Empire. 
f I am bound to say that, whatever we 
may-think of the views of the noble 
Earl, we cannot but admire the enthu- 
siasm with which he has carried out 
these experiments and the energy with 
which he has pressed the case on succes- 
sive Governments. It must always be 
an uncongenial task to endeavour to 
damp the ardour of an enthusiast, and I 
can assure my noble friend that this has 
been no congenial task to me. But I 
must say that if this industry is to be 
absolutely dependent upon a_ rebate 
of taxes, then the noble Earl is engaged 
on a forlorn hope. I am not quite sure 
that it would not be possible to build 
up.this industry without a rebate, and 
I have some reason for this belief in a 
paragraph about the beet industry which 


Lord Denman. 
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|I read last night in the Labour Record, 
| which states that— 

“In Lincolnshire, promoters, encouraged by 
the support received, are now engaged in making 
provisional contracts with farmers for the 
cultivation of this root. When an adequate 
supply is assured, the manufacture of sugar 
will be begun at a factory in Doddington.” © 
Therefore I assume that there is a 
factory already in existence there. 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: No. 


Lorp DENMAN: If, as I say, this 
industry is to be absolutely dependent 
upon a rebate, the noble Earl is engaged 
on a very torlorn hope indeed. He has 
received little encouragement either from 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer or 
from the late Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
It seems to me that the noble Earl’s 
only hope is to possess his soul in patience 
until the benches on which we now sit 
are occupied by a Labour Government. 
Until then I doubt whether the noble 
Karl will be in a position to wring from 
a reluctant Treasury the vast sums of 
money which, on his own showing, are 
indispensable to the successful cultivation 
of sugar beet in this country. 


Viscount RIDLEY : My Lords, I do 
not know whether the noble Lord who has 
just sat down imagines that the cold water 
which he has poured on the noble Ear! is 


really going to damp his enthusiasm. 
Lorp DENMAN: No. 


Viscount RIDLEY: The noble Ear! 
has taken up this industry to the great 
advantage of agriculturists, and, even 
if he does have to wait till the happy 
millennium when we shall have a Labour 
Government in power, he need have 
no cause for relinquishing his labours or 
pressing this question on the Government 
ot the day. I say this because—and | 
confess it with all humility—I have 
never heard a more inadequate answer 
to an important question given by any 
member of a Government. The only 
new argument which the noble Lord 
brought forward was that growers of 
sugar beet in this country would have 
opposition from our West Indian Colonies. 
I have had an opportunity this morning 
of refreshing my memory in regard to the 





557 


last 
Com 
sent 
cern 
ot t 
para 
the 
they 
help 
resu 
had 
cane 
prot 
L 
suga 
pros 
expr 
(lov 
grOV 
T 
arg 
prot 
It a 
real 
nob’ 


cant 


pric 


a cy 
has 
sug 
l0s. 
con 
the 
whe 
agal 
thes 
V 
rel: 
beh: 
facl 
to a 
shiy 
mer 
tob: 
whi 
any 
esse 
nob 
tha. 
tob. 


Or 
or 
fr) 


rd, 


by 
cing 
the 
late 
gar 


ym 





557 Sugar Beet 


last circular issued by the West India | 
| concession was made by the late Govern- 


Committee. That Committee is a repre- 
sentative body consisting of all those con- 
cerned with these important Possessions 
of the Crown, and, in the course of a 
paragraph dealing with this question, 
the West India Committee observe that 
they would welcome any step that would 
help the British grower, because the 


result of the Brussels Sugar Convention | 


had shown that with stability of prices 
cane sugar could always be grown at a 
profit in fair competition with beet 
sugar, and they would be glad to see a 
prospect—I do not suppose they would 
expect that prospect with the present 
Government in power—of sugar beet being 
grown at a profit by farmers in England. 


The noble Lord repeated the old 
argunent that this proposal savours of 
protection. It would not frighten me if 
it did, but I venture to say that there is 
really nothing in the proposal which my 
noble friend has brought forward that 
cannot be supported by the most ex- 
treme free trader. All that is asked for 
jssome guarantee that the existing state 
of affairs as regards the Brussels Sugar 
Convention will continue. At the time 
when the Convention was passed there 
was considerable misapprehension as to 
what was desired by the West Indies. 
What they wanted was a levelling of 
prices. Prices used to fluctuate from ‘s. 
acwt. down to 7s. ; but the Convention 
has inaugurated steadiness in the price of 
sugar, which has settled down to 9s. or 
lds. per cwt. more or less; and I am 
confident what the answer would be if 
the noble Lord were to ask the traders 
whether they now wanted their industry 
again disturbed and made subject to 
these fluctuations. 

With regard to tobacco growing in 
Ireland, the noble Lord who replied on 
behalf of the Treasury denied that any 
facilities had been given, and referred 
to a Bill which is now before your Lord- 
ships and which he justly observed 
merely removes the prohibition against 
tobacco growing in Ireland—a measure to 
which there can be no objection from 
any fiscal point of view. Indeed it is 
essentially a free trade measure. The 
noble Lord, however, forgot to mention 
that one-third ot the excise duty on 


tobacco grown in Ireland has been re- | 
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mitted for a period of five years. That 


ment, but it has not been withdrawn 


| by the present free trade Government, 


but has been renewed for a further 


| period of five years. 


Lorp DENMAN: The rebate applies 
only to a limited area of 100 acres. It is 
only an experiment, permission for which 
was granted by the late Government 
and which we carried on. We could not 
very well do otherwise. 

d2 | 

Viscount RIDLEY: The granting of 
a concession of this kind is entirely 
within the province of a free trade 
Government, and all that my noble 
friend asks is that agriculturists in 
England should be given a_ similar 
concession. 


Lorp DENMAN: They can already 
carry on experiments in this country as 
they please. They do not want any 
permission from the Government. 


Viscount RIDLEY: I am informed 
that sugar beet can be grown in small 
quantities in this country, but it has not 
been proved whether over a series of 
years sugar beet growing could be made a 
profitable industry. For the purpose of 
that experiment it is necessary to have 
some guarantee that the Brussels Con- 
vention will not be disturbed for a certain 
number of years; and, if possible, the 
concession which has been given to to- 
baeco growers in Ireland should be given, 
also for experimental reasons, to sugar 
beet growers in England. The noble 
Earl at the head of the Board of Agricul- 
ture told us the other day that experi- 
ments were being made in regard to land 
in the direction of small holdings. I 
would suggest that the noble Earl might 
carry on experiments in sugar beet 
growing, if not on the remainder of his 
own land, at any rate on Crown lands, 
and endeavour to get capital invested in 
factories so as to start the industry on a 
sound footing. The Central Chamber of 
Agriculture have been pressing for some 
time for a Departmental Committee to 
consider this matter, but up to the present 


| have received no response to that re- 


quest. There are many ways in which 
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the Government could show an inclina- 
tion to meet this reasonable demand. 
It is admitted that people are leaving the 
land, and that agriculture wants a new 
stimulus. I submit that there is no 
industry more useful than the sugar beet 
industry in making small holdings pro- 
fitable. Surely it is not too much to ask 
the Government to grant some facilities 
in this direction, and, if they cannot take | 
active steps themselves, at the very least | 
to appoint a Committee to go into the | 
whole question. 


*THe UNDER-SECRETARY OF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
FirzMauriceE): My Lords, I only rise to | 
make a very few observations in answer 
to what has fallen from the noble Vis- 
count who has just sat down. My noble 
friend who represents the Treasury has 
replied very ably and clearly upon those 
important aspects of the Question which 
affect his Department. But the Ques- 
tion is so worded that there is hardly any 
Department which might not be called 
upon to take part in this conversation. 
The Board of Agriculture is affected, the 
Treasury is affected, the Colonial Office 
is affected, and, as so often happens in 
these cases, the Foreign Office finds 
itself in a way affected also. 


I am inclined to think, looking at this 
Question as a whole, that I shall not be in 
any way misrepresenting the noble Earl 
when I say that the real sting of it is at 
the end, which is not unnatural. It may 
he called a reconnaissance in force to try 
to ascertain from His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment what their intentions are in regard | 
to the Sugar Convention. I can only say | 
that in the opinion of the Government | 
the time for stating them has not yet | 
come. This much, however, I certainly | 
can say, that they will always look at this | 
question from the point of view of free 
trade—that great principle to maintain 
which they consider that this Parliament 
was returned and this Government 
formed. 


I hope I may be excused, as represent- 
ing only the Foreign Office, from follow- 
ing the noble Earl who asked the Question 
into the various complicated issues which 
it raises. At the beginning of the Ques- 
tion we are dazzled with a vision of giving | 
remunerative employment to a _ vast | 


Viscount Ridley. 
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'this House or elsewhere—by 
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number of people, and the noble Earl 
thinks he has the secret of, in some 
mysterious way, accomplishing that, 
My noble friend the President of the 
Board of Agriculture has been attacked 
because he thinks he can improve the 
position of the labourer by establishing 
But his plans are small 
and insignificant before the dazzling 
schemes of the noble Earl for 
the cultivation of beet-root. The 
noble Earl holds out a most striking 


/and remarkable prospect, and I hope he 
| will be 
| justify the faith that is in him. 


able at some future time to 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: Does the 
noble Lord assert that none of the money 
which is now paid for imported sugar 
would be spent in this country ? 


Lorp FITZMAURICE: I venture to 
make no assertion of any kind. In the 
first place the Foreign Office has nothing 
to do with sugar; and, 
prophesy is rash. The sugary 
the noble Lord’s Question 
touched with acid as it proceeds, be- 
cause there are suggestions as to the con- 
duct of individual members of His 
Majesty’s Government, and dark hints 
are thrown out as to the possibility of 
the Chancellor of the Exc hequer imposing 
an excise duty on home-grown sugar. 
That brings me back to the 
which I started. If I had to reply to 
these points I naturally could only do so 
if I were able to explain to the House what 
the settled policy of the Government in 
regard to the Convention is. But, as I 


aisondiy. to 
vision of 


be Comes 


{ 


point irom 


| have said, the time for that has not vet 


come. The Convention will have to be 
considered by the Government in al! its 
aspects within the present vear; and in 
the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer I have no doubt— 
a full statement will be made, which I 
trust will be satisfactory to the country 
and to your Lordships. 
DESTRUCTIVE INSECTS PESTS 
BILL [u.1.}. 
Bill read 3a (according to order). 


AND 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 


moved to insert, as a schedule to the Bill, 


so much of the text of the Destructive 
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Insects Act, 1877, as had not been re- 
pealed or varied by subsequent Acts of 
Parliament. 


The noble Lord said: My Lords, before 
the Bill passes I would like to call your 
Lordships’ attention to the terms and 
method in which it is drafted. They are 
singular and carry the practice which is 
known as legislation by reference a step 
or two further than it has ever been 
carried before. I have no doubt I shall 
be told that the proposal which I have 
placed on the Paper is without prece- 
dent. 


a new precedent would be for the con- 
venience of those humble persons who 
have to understand the statutes which 
this House passes. If your Lordships will 
look at the Bill vou will see that the only 
operative clause provides that— 

“The Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
may for the purpose of preventing the intro- 
duction into Great Britain of any insect, fungus, 

> other destructive to agricultural or 
horticultural crops or to trees or bushes, and 
for preventing the spreading in Great Britain 
f any such insect, fungus, or other pest, exer- 
ise all such powers as may be exercised by the 
Board in relation to the Colorado beetle under 


=—— >> 


the Destructive Insects Act, 1877. 


pest 


The first point is that the Board of 
Agriculture had no powers under that Act, 
because the Board did not then exist. 
[ suppose the powers have been trans- 
ferred from the Privy Council to the 
Board of Agriculture by a subsequent 
Act, but the whole of the Act of 1877 
refers to the Privy Council. The powers 
given under that Act for the particular 
purpose of it are of the most arbitrary 
nature. The Privy Council are em- 
powered to regulate or prohibit the 
landing in Great Britain in any way that 


it chooses, 


My point is this, that any person pur- 
chasing a copy of this Bill as it stands, 
should it become a statute, would find 
himself but a very short distance on his 
way to understanding it. He would find 
that he had to pursue his researches into 
the Act of 1877. Having purchased that 
Statute he would again find himself no 


I shall not be alarmed at that, if | 


an show vour ~dships o make | . Pais 
I can show your Lordships that to n | Amendment standing in my name. 


further, because parts of it have been 


repealed by three subsequent Statutes— 
the Acts of 1878, 1889, and 1898, though 
the last only refers to Ireland, and he 
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would have all this trouble because the | 


and Pests Bill. 


draftsman or the Department for some 
reason or other finds it more convenient 
to refer in the present Bill to the original 
Act of 1877. I hope the Bill will not be 
opposed on its merits; but in the name 
of everything that helps the under- 
standing of it, why is not so much of the 
Act of 1877 as is not repealed or varied 
set out in a schedule. It does seem to me 
inadvisable to put a wholly unnecessary 
burden upon market gardeners and 
agriculturists to understand unknown 
powers in the hands of the Department. 
I venture to make my protest against this 
method of legislation and to move the 
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Amendment moved— 

‘** To insert as a schedule so much of the text 
of the Destructive Insects Act, 1877, as has 
not been repealed or varied by subsequent 
Acts‘of Parliament.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE anp FISHERIES 
(Earl Carrineton): My Lords, I am 
glad to find that the Amendment is noved 
only with the object of initiating a 
discussion, and to show the desirability 
of consolidation. With that object, I 
think we shall all agree, but I might 
point to a great many Acts where the 
need for consolidation is greater. I 
would respectfully ask my noble friend 
not to press his Amendment, for the Bill 
is urgently needed, and has been approved 
on both sides. As to the comments on 
the manner in which the Bill is drawn, 
I ask the noble Lord what would be the 
useful result, if what he desires were 
carried out in schedules to small Bills of 
this sort. I donot think the noble Lord is 
himself absolutely innocent in this matter. 
He will remember that in 1901 he brought 
in a very useful measure which was called 
the Burgh Sewage, Drainage, and Water 
Supply (Scotland) Bill. The Local Gov- 
ernment (Scotland) Act, 1888: the 
Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892; the 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894: 
the Public Health (Scotland) Act, 1897 ; 
and the Town Council (Scotland) Act, 
1900, were all referred to by name in the 
measure for which the noble Lord was 
himself responsible. I hesitate to think 
what would have been the result if all 
the Acts affected had been scheduled in 
that case. 


THE 
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Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH :| much as it is. My noble friend said, 
That is not my proposal. My proposal | with perfect truth, that the practice of 
is simply to schedule one Statute so legislation by reference is not confined 
far as it is unrepealed; not the Acts} to one side or to any Department, and 
mentioned in the Bill. it has been the frequent subject of protest 
by myself in the House of Commons 

Eart CARRINGTON : What the noble | during the last fifteen or twenty years. 
Lord proposes is that there should I hope that good may result from the 
be inserted as a schedule to this Bill so | discussion. for the practice has been 
much of the text of the Destructive] carried to an extent which makes it 
Insects Act, 1877, as has not been re- | difficult for plain men to understand 
pealed or varied by subsequent Acts of| the statute and tends to confine to the 
Parliament. Upon that principle all} members of the legal profession the 
the Acts referred to in that Scottish interpretation of Acts of Parliament. 
Bill would have been inserted. I hope | Probably the real source of the practice 
the noble Lord will be satisfied with the | is the immense pressure of business in 
discussion, and not check the progress | Parliament. In your Lordships’ House 
of the Bill, which might have most | it is possible to carry out consolidation 
serious results to agriculture. in Bills, but in the other House they 
cannot do so. 





THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: I 
rather hope the noble Lord will not be Fart CAWDOR: I think the difficulty 
satisfied, and that either in this form or} which arises is that many of your Lord- 
in another he will obtain for the House and ships are not quite sure what the powers 
the country some wording which will} are that may be exercised by the Board 
explain the meaning of the Bill. We are | of Aoriculture in relation to the Colorado 
not now discussing the question of! beetle under the Destructive Insects Act 
burgh sewage. I daresay that the noble|of 1877. The noble Earl is, of course, 
Lord when he was Secretary for Scotland perfectly well aware what those powers 
may have committed the iniquities to | are, and I think it would facilitate the 
which the noble Earl has just referred, passage of this Bill if the noble Earl 
but what we want really to know is| would tell us in a few words exactly 
what is the meaning of this Bill. If] what those powers are. 
the course which is now proposed by 
Lord Balfour is not the most convenient, THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: As 
surely there ought to be some means of | there is no response to the request of 
explaining to the public and to the | Lord Cawdor, I beg to move the adjourn- 
Houses of Parliament what the object of | ment of the debate. 
the Bill is. Can the noble Earl the | 
President of the Board of Agriculture | Moved, That the debate be adjourned.— 
tell the House what are the powers which | (The Earl of Camperdown.) 
may be exercised by the Board in relation 
to the Colorado beetle under the Des-; Tue Marquess or RIPON: I hope 
tructive Insects Act, 1877? If he will} your Lordships will not stop the progress 
not consent to the Amendment it would | of this Bill, which confers great benefit 
be easy to prefix a Memorandum to the/on the agricultural population. My 
Bill, stating the effect of the proposals, | noble and learned friend on the Woolsack 
and for that purpose we might adjourn |has stated his view in regard to the 
the next stage of the Bill for a few days. | question of legislation by reference. I 

appeal to the House not to let agricultur- 

THE LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord | ists, who are affected by these pests, 
LorEBURN): My Lords, I think that | suffer because of the usual, though in- 
so far as this particular Bill is concerned | convenient, method of drafting being 
my noble friend the Minister for Agri- | adopted in this instance. 
culture has made good his ground. The 
Amendment would not, in my opinion, 
add to the clearness of the Bill, the 
perplexity of which would remain very 














| 
| Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
I quite agree with the noble Marquess. 
There is no desire on my part to check 
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the progress of this Bill. I have carefully 
examined the Statute to find out what 
portion of the Act of 1877 is repealed or 
altered, and it would have saved much 
trouble had the effect been shown. 
Perhaps the noble Earl will give an 
assurance that a Memorandum shall be 
prefixed showing the result. 


Hart CARRINGTON : I 


that done with pleasure. 


will have 


Motion for adjournment, by leave, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


An Amendment (Privilege) made; 
Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


EMPLOYMENT OF WOMEN BILL [1.t.]. 
[Seconp READING]. 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Eart BEAUCHAMP: My Lords, this 
isa smal] Bill which I think is sufficiently 
explained by the Memorandum prefixed 
to it. To repeat quite shortly the 
substance of that Memorandum, I may 
say that this Bill is necessary in order 
to repeal two obsolete exemptions under 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 
and the Coal Mines Regulation Act, 1887, 
regarding the employment of women. 
The International Conference at Berne 
last year agreed to certain limitations 
with regard to the labour of women, and 
I think we in this country may congratu- 
late ourselves upon the fact that only 
these two very small alterations have 
to be made in order to bring the laws 
of this country into harmony with the 
general agreement arrived at by the 
International Conference. I beg to 
move. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.— 
(Larl Beauchamp.) 


On Question, Bill read 2%, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


House adjourned at a quarter past 
Six o’clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 
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Bill Business. 55 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 13th May, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS’ [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
| Report from one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
icase of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders, 

/not previously inquired into, and which 

'are applicable thereto, have been 

complied with, viz. :—Tees Valley Water 

| (Consolidation) Bill [Lords]; Western 

Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board 

Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan Railway 

(Pension Fund) Bill [Lords]; Sutton 

Coldfield Rectory Bill [Lords]; Kendal 

Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be 

second time. 





read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
PLIED WITH). j 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bills, referred on 

the First Reading thereof, the Standing 

Orders which are applicable thereto 

have been complied with, viz. :—Local 

Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) 


| Bill; Local Government Provisional! 
Orders (No. 6) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time To-morrow. 


Staveley Coal and Iron Company Bill 
[Lords]; Weston-super-Mare Grand Pier 
Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and 





| passed, without Amendment. 


Birmingham Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet Rail- 
ways and Piers Bill; Folkestone, Sand- 
gate,and Hythe Tramways Bill [Lords] ; 
West Yorkshire Tramways Bill [Lords].— 

x 








5 67 Petitions. 


As amended, considered ; to be read the | 
third time. 
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Great Yarmouth Waterworks ( ompany 
and the Lowestoft Water and Gas Com- 


| pany, to confer further powers upon those 


Birmingham Corporation Water Bill | 
[Lords]; King Edward’s Hospital Fund 
for London Bill [Lords]; Royal Bank of 
Scotland Bill [Lords]; Southend Water 
Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and 
committed. 


London and North Western Railway 
Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to :— 
Falmouth Gas Bill, without Amend- 
ment; Mitcham and Wimbledon District 
Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
*“ An Act to authorise the union of the 
Methodist New Connexion, the Bible 
Christians, and the United Methodists 
Free Churches under the name of ‘ The 
United Methodist Church,’ to deal with 
real and personal property belonging to 
the said churches or denominations, to 
provide for the vesting of the said pro- 
perty in trust for the United Church so 
formed, land for the assimilation of the 
trusts thereof; and for other purposes.” 
[United Methodist Church Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to 
authorise the Southport, Birkdale, and 
West Lancashire Water Board to purchase 
certain waterworks from the Skelmersdale 
Urban District Council; and for other 
purposes.” [Southport, Birkdale, and 
West Lancashire Water Board Bill 
[ Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ““An Act to make 
provision with reference to claims by 
policy holders and other persons against 
other companies or persons for compensa- 
tion or payment in respect of injuries.” 
{Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corpora- 
tion, Limited, Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
authorise the construction of further 
waterworks and the taking of water from | 
the River Bure for the purpose of afford- | 
ing increased supplies of water by the 


companies with reference to their respec- 
tive undertakings; and for other pur. 
poses.” [Great Yarmouth Waterworks and 
Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [Lords.| 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
to incorporate the Selsey Water Company 
and to enable that Company to supply 
water in certain parishes in the county of 
Sussex.” [Selsey Water Bill] |Lords.] 


United Methodist Church Bill [Lords]; 
Southport, Birkdale, and West Lanca- 
shire Water Board Bill [Lords]; Ocean 
Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill 
[Lords]; Great Yarmouth Waterworks 
and Lowestoft Water and Mas Bill[ Lords}; 
Selsey Water Bill {Lords].—Read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ADMINISTRATIVE 


SIONS) BILL. 
Petition from St. Marylebone, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 


PROVI- 


EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGIOUS IN- 
STRUCTION) BILL. 


Petition from St. Marylebone, against; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Argyll, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Tattingstone, against; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAYS (No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from St. Marylebone, in favour 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 


Petition from Rhuddlan, for prohibi- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 





lat 
fu 
lef 


lie 


PC 


W 


de 


568 


pany 
om- 
hose 
spec- 
pur- 
sand 
; 
Act 
any 
pply 
iV of 


Tour 


ON 


\ibi- 





Questions, 


569 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EAST INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES, 
1907-8). 

Vopy presented, of Explanatory Mem- 
orandum by the Secretary of State for 
India [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS AND IRRIGA- 
TION WORKS). 
feturn presented, relative thereto 
[Address 9th May; Mr. Robert Price]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 150.] 


EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
jAddress 9th Mav ; Wr. Herbert Samuel}; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 151.] 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of the 
number of Evictions in Ireland for the 
quarter ended 31st March, 1907 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND) 
(MIGRATORY LABOURERS). 

Copy presented, of Report and Tables 
relating to Irish Migratory Agricultural 
ind other Labourers for the year 1996 
(by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND.) 

Copy presented, of Code of Regu- 
lations for Continuation Classes providing 
further instruction for those who have 
left school, 1907 [by Command]; to 
lie uvon the Table. 


POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND COLONIAL 
PARCEL POST). 

Uopy presented, of the Foreign and 
Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 5) 
Warrant, 1907, dated 25th April, 1907 
(by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


“RADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3780 and 3781 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 

Copy presented, of Returns of Acci- 

dents and Casualties as reported to the 


{13 May 1907} 


| 
| aps 


570 


Board of Trade by the several Railway 
Companies in the United Kingdom 
during the three months ended 31st 
December, 1906, together with Reports 
of the Inspecting Officers of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade 
upon certain Accidents which were 
inquired into [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table 


Questions. 


DAIRIES, COWSHEDS, AND MILKSHOPS 


(REGULATIONS). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 28th February; Dr. Ruther- 





| ford]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
| printed. [No. 152.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Manufactured Goods Imported from the 
olonies. 


Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he can state what was 
the value of manufactures imported into 
this country from the self-governing 
Colonies in 1905. 


Mr. ASHLEY: To ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he can state 
what was the value of manufactures 
imported into this country from British 
possessions in 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
value of articles wholly or mainly manu- 


| factured (including a small quantity of 


unclassified articles and parcel post) im- 
ported into the United Kingdom from 
the self-governing Colonies in 1905 was 
£5,250,099, and from all British posses- 
sions £16,500,000. 


Custody of Thomas Slevin, now in 
Rainhill Asylum. 

Mer. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that the county asylum authorities at 
Rainhill, near Liverpool, have refused to 
transfer to an Irish asylum Thomas 
Slevin, who arrived in Liverpool violently 
insane on the royal mail steamer “ Teu- 
tonic,” and who was a passenger to 
Longford; and, in case his friends go 





for him to the asylum, will he direct that 
X 2 
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he be handed over to their custody with 
a view to his removal to Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Glad- 
stone.) I have made inquiry in this case 
and I am informed by the asylum 
authorities that the patient is at present 
ill in bed and unfit to travel. 


Arrests on Suspicion at Fintown, 
County Donegal. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): To 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that three men, 
Peter Boyle, James M’Monagle, and 
Owen Moy, of Fintown, county Donegal, 
were arrested on the 25th, 28th, and 
31st December, respectively, on a charge 
of sheep-stealing, and were remanded 
to Derry Gaol, the granting of bail being 
opposed by the police ; that at the pettv 
sessions, held on the 4th January at 
Glenties, no evidence whatever was 
produced against Boyle or M’Monagle, 
and that Moy was also discharged by 
the magistrates on the ground that 
there was no evidence to connect him 
with the theft ; was any effort made by 
the police to confront the accused 
either, for the purpose of identification, 
with the man from whom the sheep 
were stolen or with the person to whom 
they were alleged to have been subse- 
quently sold, previously to these men 
being remanded to gaol or at any time 
before the 3rd January; have any 
disciplinary measures been taken with 
respect to the sergeant of police who 
made the arrests; and will he direct 
that in future the police shall not oppose 
the granting of bail in cases where they 
make arrests upon suspicion and are not 
in possession of any evidence to support 
a charge. 


(Answered by Mr. Cherry.) The police 
authorities inform me that the three 
men referred to were arrested on 25th, 
29th, and 31st December, respectively, 
and were remanded in custody to Glenties 
petty sesions on 4th January. The 
police did not oppose bail; it was not 
offered by any of the defendants. All | 
three were discharged at petty sessions | 
The accused were 





for want of evidence. 
not confronted with the persons mentioned 
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in the Question. The owner of the 
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sheep could not have identified them, as 
he did not see the sheep stolen, and the 
person to whom they were sold lived 
eighteen miles away. It was not clear, 
also, that the thieves were the persons 
who actually sold the sheep to the person 
in whose possession they were found. 
The absence of evidence was due to the 
fact that the persons who gave informa- 
tion to the police failed to support their 
statements. The Inspector-General is 
of opinion that no blame attaches to the 
police in the matter. 


Irish Evicted _Tenants—Reinstatement 
of Terence Reilly. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state what progress 
has been made towards reinstating 
Terence Reilly. of Cooldoney, Patrick 
Brady, of Aghnaganon, and Alice Connor, 
of Kilbride, all evicted tenants in the 
parish of Abbeylara, in the farms from 
which they were respectively evicted. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have received an applica- 
tion for reinstatement from both Terence 
Reilly and Alice Connor, but not from 
Patrick Brady. Reilly’s case has been 
carefully inquired into, and the Com- 
missioners have decided to take no action 
in it. Alice Connor’s application was 
only recently received, and her case has 
not vet been investigated. 


Honorary Rank on Retirement of 
Brigadier-Generals. 

Capratn FABER (Hampshire, An- 
dover): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether, seeing that two years 
ago there were only some twelve brigadier- 
generals doing duty at home, and that 
there are now about fifty, he can, con- 
sidering the fact that it means no in- 
crease of pay, reconsider his determination 
of not allowing these officers to retain 
their rank on retirement, and so save 
them from the stigma of the present 
reduction in rank. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The number of brigadier-generals does 
not in any way affect the general prin- 
ciple of not granting honorary rank on 
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retirement, 
attaching to the reversion of a brigadier- 
general to his permanent rank. 


Married Quarters at Bulford Camp. 
Caprain FABER: Toask the Secretary 


of State for War whether, with regard | 


to the separation of married soldiers of 
the Scots Greys from their families, 
owing to there not being sufficient married 
accommodation at Bulford Camp, he will 
state the distance by high road, and also 
by rail, from Bulford to Tidworth ; and 
whether the communication across the 
downs between those places is only by a 
track across the downs which is nearly 
impassable in winter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The distance by high road from Bulford 
to Tidworth is about seven miles and by 
rail about twenty-six miles. The com- 
munication across the downs is by track, 
a distance of four miles, but in inclement 
weather it is preferable for wheeled traffic 
to use the high road. I am, however, at 
present engaged in considering how the 
difficulty referred to in the Question can 
be got over. Iam not as yet in a position 
to make a statement on the subject. 


Preparation of Reports of the Colonial 
Conference. 

Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, 

sham): To ask the Prime Minister 

whether the Colonial Office or the Im- 

perial Conference are responsible for the 


Conference. 


Viscovnt TURNOUR: 
Prime Minister whether he can state 
the reason which has led those respon- 
sible for issuing the Reports of the Imperial 
Conference to give some speeches in 
much fuller detail than others. 


Viscount TURNOUR: To ask the 
Prime Minister whether, having regard 
to the fact that the authorities 
responsible for issuing Reports of 
the Imperial Conference have admitted 


that the summary of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer’s speech at 
the Conference was incorrect, and 


having regard to the fact that the’ 


mistake was not noticed by those authori- 


{13 May 1907} 


There is no real stigma| ties for the space of three days, he will 
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take steps to ensure that in the future 
less slovenly methods of reporting the 
the Conference are 
adopted. 


(Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman.) Perhaps I may answer the 
other Questions of the noble Lord at the 
same time. I am not prepared to answer 
in detail questions relative to the pro- 
cedure adopted by the Imperial Confer- 
ence. The daily précis was prepared 
for the public convenience as efficiently 
as the time and pressure of work would 
allow. The Conference have decided to 
publish, as soon as possible, a full and 
verbatim Report of their proceedings. 


Sittings of the Departmental Committee 
on the Mines (Eight Hours) Bill. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the Secretary of 


State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware that the Departmental Com- 
mittee on the Mines (Eight Hours) Bill 
has recently been taking evidence from 


|the chairman of the Metropolitan Gas 


Hor- | 


To ask the} 


Company on the question of profit 
sharing; whether he is aware that this 
gentleman has many times publicly given 
this evidence ; whether he will therefore 
direct the Committee that they are not to 
take evidence where the same is available 
in Parliamentary Papers; will he/say 
how long the Committee have been sitting, 


$ ' “© how many sittings have been held, and 
issue of the Reports of the Imperial | , 


what are the instructions he has given to 
the Committee, if any, to expedite their 
Report; and whether any single mem- 
ber of this Committee has had any prac- 
tical experience in the management of a 
colliery. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone). 
I am informed by the Committee that the 
evidence taken from Sir George Livesey 
referred, not to the subject of profit- 
sharing, but to that of the institution of 
an eight-hour shift at the South Metro- 
politan Gas Works. The Committee 
commenced taking evidence on 3rd 
January, and finished on the 8th of this 
month, having held twenty-seven meet- 
ings in all. The Committee expect to 
place their Report in my hands this week, 
and it should be available for Members 
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shortly after Whitsuntide. As regards 
the last part of the Question the Answer 
is in the affirmative. 


Questions. 


Speed of H.MS. ‘‘Scylla” and 
“Indefatigable.” 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- | 


shire, N.W.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty what is the sea speed of H.M.S. 
* Seylla” and H.M.S. “ Indefatigable.”’ 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
Sixteen knots under ordinary conditions. 


Naval Mancuvres. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
it is proposed to hold any naval man- 
ceuvres this summer; and, if so, whether 
he can state what fleets will take part. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The usual combined fleet exercises will 
take place, but the date is not yet de- 
finitely fixed 


Members of Parliament and the Policy 
of the Charity Commissioners. 


Mr. MARKHAM: To ask the hon. 
Member for the Elland Division of York- 
shire, as representing the Charity Com- 
missioners, whether, that the 
Charity Commissioners have stated that 
their policy is settled by influential 
Members of Parliament, he will point out 
to these Members of Parliament that their 
opposition against the sale of charity 
lands causes loss of income to charities ; 
and will he ask them to withdraw their 
opposition so that for the future the 
Commissioners can act judicially. 


seeing 


Mr. MARKHAM: To ask the hon. 
Member for the Elland Division of York- 
shire, as representing the Charity Com- 
missioners, whether he is aware that Mr. 
W. B. N. Bird, of Eartham, Sussex, 
in November, 1906, agreed to purchase 
a piece of agricultural land from the 
trustees of St. Mary’s Hospital for the sum 
of £1,400, the annual rental derived from 
such land being £30 6s. 8d., and that, 
though the said sale was provisionally 
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Charity Commissioners to the solicitors 
of St. Mary’s Hospital, on the grounds 
that influential Members of Parliament 
had made strong representations to them 
against the sale of charity lands; will he 


| say who are these Members of Parliament ; 


approved by the Charity Commissioners | 
in October, this confirmation was subse- | 
respectively, in each year since prefer- 


quently withdrawn in a letter dated 


November 8th, 1906, addressed by the | 


and whether other Members of this 
House will be given an equal opportunity 
to settle the policy of the Commissioners. 


(Answered by Mr. Trevelyan.) The 
policy of the Charity Commissioners is 
adverse to the selling of charity land 
except in special circumstances showing 
great advantage to the charity. That 
this has long been the policy of the 
Commissioners is shown by the evidence 
of Sir Henry Longley, the then Chief 
Commissioner before the Select Com- 
mittee on the Charity Commission in 1894. 
It is not the case that the policy is settled 
by influential Members of Parliament. 
But evidence in support of it was given 
yy Members before the Select Committee, 
and in the last two years further represen- 
tations have been made by Members to 
the Commissioners against the sale of 
charity lands, especially in agricultural 
districts. In the of St. Mary’s 
Hospital, Chichester, the circumstances 
were that the proposed purchaser desired 
to acquire the land in question for 
sporting purposes and to consolidate his 
estate. The price offered seemed to the 
Commissioners insufficient, and they did 
not think that the object of rounding off a 
sporting property constituted such special 
circumstances as would make a sale desir- 
able in the interests of the charity. 


case 


Canadian and United States Tariffs on 
British Goods. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Excehquer, 
with reference to the official report of his 
address to the Imperial Conference, 
whether the burden of the Canadian 
tariff upon United Kingdom produee, 
as compared with United States produce, 
has been progressively altered since 1897, 
in favour of the United Kingdom. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The 
ad valorem equivalent of the duty actually 
imposed in Canada on all imports from 
the United States and United Kingdom, 


ential treatment was first accorded to 
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United Kingdom produce, has been as 

follows— 

Ad valorem Equivalent on 
Goods Imported from 
Year ended 
30th June. | 
United States United 
of America. Kingdom. 
1897 13 21 
1898 13 20 
1899 13 20 | 
1900 12 18 
1901 12 18 
| 
1902 13 17 | 
1903 12 17 | 
1904 13 18 
1905 13 19 | 
1906 13 19 | 
| 








The Disturbances at Lahore. 
Mr. C. J. ODONNELL (Newington, | 
Walworth): To ask the Secretary of | 
State for India whether it is a fact that the | 
five Lahore barristers who have been 
arrested and kept in prison, bail being | 
refused, and Lala Rajpat Rai, who has 
been deported and imprisoned, without 
trial, under an obsolete law of nearly a 
century ago, were engaged in necessary 
agitation against enhancements of an 
already excessive land tax; whether the 
great warlike Sikh community, at their 
sacred city of Amritsar, recently declared 
that the sons of the Sikh soldiers who 
saved the British Empire in India in the 
days of the Mutiny, are now being ruined 
by excessive taxation; and whether 
such taxation already amounts to 65 per 
cent. of the net profits of their farms. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) I 
have no official information as to the 
arrest of five Lahore barristers, but it is 
the fact that three pleaders were arrested 
at Rawalpindi and that bail was refused. 
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and, pending the result of the proceedings 
I cannot make any statement regarding 
them. Lala Rajpat Rai has not been 
arrested for any legitimate agitation 
against any reasonable grievance, but for 
the active promotion of open sedition. 
I am not aware that the Sikhs have 
made any such declaration. But I am 
aware that it has been suggested to what 
the hon. Member truly calls this great 
warlike community, by those who are 
making it their business to foment dis- 
turbances, that they saved India in the 
Mutiny, that we are now ill-treating them, 
and that this is a judgment on them for 
betraying their country in her war of 
independence. The present assessment 
of land revenue and cesses together in the 
Punjab is, according to my information, 
less than 45 per cent. of the net assets, 


| 50 per cent. being the ordinary standard 


alone 


throughout India. I have asked the 


| Government of India for information re- 
| garding the alleged recent enhancement. 


Renewal of Licensing (Ireland) 
ct, 1902. 
Mr. HUGH BARRIE (Londonderry, 
N.); To ask the Chief Secretary to the 


| Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 


the intention of the Government to renew 
the Licensing (Ireland) Act, 1902, which 
expires this year. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Yes, sir. 


Irish Church Temporalities Fund 
Surplus. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, if his 
attention has been directed to the state- 
ment on page 10 of the Report of the 
Trish Land Commission (31st March, 1905, 
to 3lst March, 1906), that the surplus 
income of the Irish Temporalities Fund 
has, by arrangement with the National 
Debt Commissioners, been utilised in the 
payment of debt; will he say what debt 
the surplus has been utilised to pay; 
under what authority has the surplus 
of this Irish fund been so applied; and 
in what way is Ireland benefited by this 
application. 

(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The surplus 


income of the Irish Church Tempor- 
alities Fund is applied from time to time, 
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as it accrues, in paying off capital charges 
onthat fund. These liabilities, which are 
secured by bonds guaranteed by the 
Treasury, are in respect of loans raised 
for the purposes of the Irish Church Act, 
1869, and for other purposes imposed 
on the fund by various statutory enact- 
ments, and repayment of the bonds is 
accepted by the National Debt Com- 
missioners as the money in the Irish 
Church Temporalities Fund permits. 


Sale of Estate of Lady Grace at 
Monard. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 
aware that negotiations for sale and 
purchase as between the landlady, Lady 
Grace, and her tenants on the townlands 
of Monard, and those adjoining in the 
electoral division of Ballykisteen, county 
Tipperary, have been entered into; 
can he say whether the agreements 
have as vet been lodged with the Estates 
Commissioners ; is he aware that threats 
of raising rents on the non-judicial 
tenants, and of the exaction of old 
arrears with others of them by attorneys’ 
letters and processes have been used in 
inducing some of the tenants to purchase 
at high prices; is he aware that tenants 
holding farms whose valuations jointly 
constitute more than one-fourth of that 
of the whole estate have refused to 
purchase; and, under all those con- 
sideration., will the Estates Commis- 
sioners declare the estate to be a separate 
estate for sale. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Agreements 
for the purchase of fifty-five holdings 
on this estate were lodged with the 
Estates Commissioners in the early part 
of this year. The Commissioners have 
no knowledge that any threats were used 
in order to induce tenants to purchase. 
It is the fact that purchase agreements in 
respect of some of the holdings on the 
estate have not been lodged. The Com- 
missioners will, when dealing with the 
estate, fully consider all the facts of the 
case, including the circumstances alleged 
in the Question. 


The Mountshannon Estate, County 
Limerick. 


Mr. LUNDON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
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Ireland, if he can say how matters stand 
on the Mountshannon estate, in the 
county Limerick; has it yet been 
divided ; if so, have portions of it been 
allotted to Mrs. Hanora Londregan, 
of Toolmaine, parish of Doon, James 
Conway, of Gurtavalla, Doon, Simon 
Ryan, of Cross, Pallasgrean, and Ellen 
Rafferty, of Knockroe, Kilteely, all in 
the county Limerick, and all evicted 
tenants on whose farms are planters, and 
who applied for portions of this Mount- 
shannon estate in lieu of their farms as far 
back as two years ago; and will he com- 
municate with the Estates Commissioners 
so as to bring about this result. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they have 
settled the scheme for the distribution 
of the land on this estate. The names 
of the two persons first mentioned in the 
Question have been included in the 
scheme, but not the names of the other 
two. 


Evicted Tenants in County Kilkenny. 

Mr. MEAGHER (Kilkenny, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will grant 
a Return of the number of tenants evicted 
from their holdings in county Kilkenny, 
according to State Returns issued in 1903 ; 
how many applications for reinstatement 
have been lodged up to Ist of May, 1907 ; 
the names and addresses of those who 
have been rejected under regulations of 
13th of February, 1906; is he aware that 
a number have been debarred from 
lodging applications by reason of want 
of particulars which can be obtained only 
by examination of police Returns of 
evictions within the statutory term; 
and will he grant such facilities as will 
enable those tenants or their friends to 
lodge applications in due course. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Return 
to which the hon. Member refers shows the 
number of tenants evicted in the past 
twenty-five years in county Kilkenny, 
as well as in every other county in Ire- 
land. All persons who were evicted 
within the twenty-five years preceding 
the Act of 1903, or who claim to be the 
representatives of such evicted tenants, 
may, if they think fit, send in applications 
for reinstatement. A very large number 
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of applications has been received, and it 
would not seem that facilities for lodging 
applications are in any wise lacking. As 
I have already stated, I hope after the end 
of this month to make a detailed state- 
ment as to the result of the Estates Com- 
missioners’ investigation into evicted 
tenants’ application. 


The Proposed Irish Council—Annual 
Grant. 


Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if the sum of 
£236,000, which it is proposed to grant to 
the Irish Council annually for expenses, 
will be in whole or in part saved on the 
expenses of the department which at 
present does the work proposed to be 
delegated to the Irish Council, or will 
such sum be an additional annual charge 
on the revenue. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) This sum 
will be an additional annual charge. 


Civil Rights of Irish School Teachers. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, if he has yet arranged 
the question of the civil rights of national 
school teachers in Ireland, and what is 
the result ; and whether, having regard 
to the nature of the proposals in his 
Irish Council Bill dealing with educa- 
tion, teachers will be free to discuss 
them without interference. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) In pur- 
suance of the intention which I ex- 


pressed in this House some time since, | 


I communicated with the Commissioners 
of National Education upon the subject 
of their rules relating to the civil rights 
of teachers. The Commissioners have 
since informed me that, having fully 
considered the matter, they cannot see 
their way to modify the rules. The 
rule to which I chiefly referred was that 
which prohibits teachers from attending 
at political meetings and from taking 
part in elections for Members of Parlia- 
ment or Poor Law guardians except by 
voting. 
that these restrictions are designed for 
the real advantage of the teachers and 
their schools. The general abstention 
of the teachers from local political 
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quarrels has, the Commissioners claim, 
| added materially to their usefulness, and 
the Commissioners are strongly of 
opinion that if a teacher should act as a 
partisan in a contested election he would 
incur great personal odium and the 
result would be most injurious to his 
school. Under the present system the 
responsibility in this matter rests entirely 
with the Commissioners, and I do not, 
therefore, propose to take any further 
steps in it. I have referred the latter 
part of the Question to the Commis- 
sioners, and am informed that they will 
consider it at their meeting to-morrow. 


Moonlighting Disturbances in Ireland. 

Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he is aware that on 
23rd March, at Scariff, on the borders of 
Clare and Galway, the house of a farmer 
named John Carroll was fired into; 
that on 13th March shots were fired 
into the house of a man named Tierney, 
near Athenry ; that on 17th March shots 


were fired into Colmanstown House ; 
that on 2lst March a farmer named 
Michael O’Connor was fired at from 
behind a wall and wounded; that on 
24th April the house of a farmer 
named Forde, residing near Brosna, 


county Kerry, was attacked by moon- 
lighters; that Frank M’Auliffe was 
'wounded in the shoulder by a gunshot 
'in the Kilbogin district; whether, in 
any of these cases, prosecutions have 
| been undertaken ; and, if so, with what 
| result. . 


| 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
| Government have received police Reports 
| upon the cases referred to, which show 
| the facts to be substantially as stated in 
| the Question. Three persons were ar- 
|rested for the offence of firing into the 
house of John Carroll, but were dis- 
charged for want of evidence. One 
person has been returned for trial at 
assizes upon the charge of firing at and 
wounding Frank M’Auliffe. In the re- 
| maining cases the police did not succeed 
|in bringing offenders to justice. 


Woolwich Inquiry Committee— 
German Procedure. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War, whether the 
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present Committee of Inquiry into Wool- 
wich will have evidence submitted to 
them concerning the manufacture of 
war material in Germany, where almost 
the entire orders go to private establish- 
ments. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The conference referred to is to consider 
whether any articles not now made in 
the Ordnance Factories can be appro- 
priately made there with the existing 
machinery. The consideration of the 


manufacture of war material in Germany | 


would not fall within that reference. 


Inspection of Irish Harbours. 

Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, if he will give the names of the 
harbours on the Irish coast which have 
been inspected by the Board of Works 
with a view to their improvement. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) It does 
not form part of the duties of the Board 
of Works to inspect harbours generally 
on the coast of Ireland with a view to 
their improvement. But the Board have 
occasionally, at the request of the Irish 
Government, made Reports on _ pro- 
posals for improvements. If the hon. 
Member desires any further information 
as to these cases, perhaps he will put a 
Question to the Chief Secretary. 


Preservation of Irish Ancient 
Monuments. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury to state 
the number of the ancient monuments 
in Jreland and their names vested in the 
Board of Works since the passing of the 
Purchase Act of 1903; whether any 
arrangements have been made between 
the Board of Works and the Estates 
Commissioners for dealing with the 
question of the preservation of ancient 
monuments in Ireland; whether the 
Hill of Tara or any part of it has been 
vested in the Board of Works; what 
ancient monuments have been repaired 
by the Board of Works within the past 


twelve months; and whether any steps | 


have been taken by the Board for the 
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| protection of those monuments vested 
|in them from injury. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) 1. The 
| monuments vested in the Board since 
the passing of the Purchase Act, 1903, 
are— 
Grianan of  Aileach, 
Donegal. 
Creevalea Abbey, county Leitrim. 


county 


St. Mary’s Church, county 
Wicklow. 

Kill o’ the Grange Church, county 
Dublin. 

Inishkeen Round Tower, county 
Monaghan. 


Grey Abbey, county Down. 


The Board have agreed to accept the 
guardianship of the following, but they 
are not yet vested— 
Callan Abbey, county Kilkenny. 
Ballyboggan Abbey, county Meath. 
78t. Mary’s Church, Gowran, county 
Kilkenny. 
TRoscommon Abbey. 


monuments two, Callan 
Abbey, county Kilkenny, and Bally- 
boggan Abbey, were offered by the 
Estates Commissioners and the remainder 
by private owners. 


Of these ten 


2. In accordance with the terms of 
the Act the Estates Cmmissioners com- 
municate to the Board of Works the 
name and position of all ancient monu- 
ments situated on estates being sold 
under the Act, and the Board, after 
investigation, inform the Estates Com- 
missioners in each case whether the 
character and condition of the monu- 
ment justify the Board in assuming 
responsibility for its care and mainten- 
ance. 


3. The 
The earthworks on the 
were scheduled to the Ancient Monu- 
ment Protection Act of 1882, giving 
the Board power to protect them from 
injury by any person except the owners. 
So far the owners have declined to con- 
stitute the Board guardians of these 
earthworks. 


| — 
+ Subject to arrangements being made for 
control of burials. 


Answer is in the negative. 


Hill of Tara 
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4, The following monuments have 


been repaired by the Board during the 
year ended 31st March, 1907 :— 


Ancient Monuments. 


Askeaton Abbey. 

3ective Abbey. 

Dingle Promontory. 
Dowth Moat and New Grange. 
Duleek Church. 

Duleek Priory. 

French Church, Waterford. 
Kells Priory. 

Mellifont Abbey. 
tathmichael Church. 

Slane Abbey. 

Sherkin Island. 

Staigue Fort. 

Termonfeckin Castle. 


National Monuments. 


Ardfert Cathedral. 

Glendalough. 

Loughinisland Churches. 

Timoleague Abbey. 

Killiney Church. 

Skreen Church. 

St. Mary’s Church, Delgany 

Clonmacnoise. 

Dysert Church. 

Roscrea Tower and Church. 

Donaghmore Church. 

Fossy or Timahoe Church and 
Tower. 

Arran Islands Ruins. 

Inishmurray. 

Fenagh Church. 

Ratlass Church. 

Holycross Monastery. 

Maghera Crosses. 

Kilclispeen Crosses. 

Kilree Church and Tower. 

Jerpoint Abbey. 

Killeshin Church. 

Killery Church. 

Clones Tower and Abbey. 

St. Audoen’s Church. 

St. Francis Abbey, Kilkenny. 

Killamery Stone Cross. 


5, The amount expended by the Board 
on the protection and maintenance of 
ancient monuments during the year 
ended 31st March, 1907, has been :— 
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e ws @ 

(a) From Voted Moneys - 510 18 6 
(b) National Monuments 

Fund - : - 593 19 5 


1,104 17 11 
|The preservation of these monuments 
is one of the duties of the Board’s tech- 
| nical staff and is under the particular 
| direction of one of their principal sur- 
| veyors who has special qualifications. 
Every monument in the Board’s charge 
is inspected as far as possible at least 
once In each year, and a Report sent 
| to the Board as to its ccndition. Fur- 
ther, at the more important monuments 
there are resident caretakers. 


| Loss on Irish Land Purchase—Relief 
of Burden on Ratepayers. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): To 
| ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 
can hold out any hope that the net sum 
o1 £184,595 lost in connection with Jand 
| purchase in Ireland, and deducted from 
| the usual grants to local bodies, will, on 
| further consideration, be paid to those 
| bodies in order to avoid the necessity 
| fr immediately placing this additional 
| burden upon the ratepayers, many of 
| whom are not parties to the  trans- 
actiens; and can be undertake that no 
| deduction of this nature will be made 
in respect of the current financial year. 

(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 

sum in question was charged on the 
Guarantee Fund in accordance with the 
terms of The Irish Land Act, 1903. It 
is not the case, however, that the}whole 
'sum has been deducted from the grants 
to local authorities. The total sum of 
£184,595 includes £116,308 in respect of 
charges for excess stock, which has been 
defrayed from the Ireland Development 
Grant. I am not in a position to make 
any statement as to the future. 


West Ham Workhouse Infirmary, Average 
Weekly Cost and Cost of Alcoholic 
Liquors. 
| Mr. C. NICHOLSON (Yorkshire, 
| W.R., Doncaster): To ask the Presi- 
| dent of the Local Government Board 
| whether he can state the average total 
| weekly cost, and the average weekly 
and 


consumed in the workhouse 
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infirmary of the West Ham Union re- 
spectively in each of the three years 
ending March, 1907. 


Questions. 
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(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) I 
have made inquiry on this subject and 
find that the figures are as follows ;— 








Workhouse. 
| | Total average weekly | Average weekly cost 
Year ended March | Total cost for year. | cost. per inmate. 
: | 
eed £#ad d. 
1905 -| 259 0 1¢ | 5 1 4 625 
| 
a 76 2 44 Se oe | 125 
1907 : | 914 5 | 3 9 02 








Infirmary. 





Year ended March Total cost for year. 


£ s. d. 
1905 . wt; 638 7 0} 
1906 293 15 5} 
1907 . : : 92 4 Of 


Total average weekly Average weekly cost 





cost. per inmate. 
& « d. d 
12 5 64 5°1 
4 5 1} 16 
115 5% 625 





Postal Facilities between Enniskillen 
and Tempo. 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH: To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
yet in a position to state the result 
of his inquiries as to postal facilities be- 
tween Enniskillen and Tempo, upon 
which he called for a r2port, and the 
result of inquiries as to affording modern 
facilities at Mulrany and Achill Sound. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) I 
furnished the hon. Member with the in- 
formation he requires a day or two ago. 


Postal Facilities at Brackey, County 
yrone, 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 


whether he is aware that a post office | 


at Brackey, county Tyrone, has recently 
been closed; is he aware that incon- 
venience has been caused to those 
residing in the district; why was this 


(Cavan, | 


post office closed; and, seeing that 
the present post office is located in a 
cotter’s house, will he have the whole 
matter reconsidered in the interests of 


the public convenience. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
The late sub-postmistress of Brackey 
resigned in November last, and a suc- 
cessor, whose premises are quite close to 
the old office, was immediately employed 
to carry on the work, and has since been 
appointed. I am informed that the 
position of the existing office is convenient 
for the locality which the office is in- 
tended to serve. 


Telegraph Office for Garrison. County 
Fermanagh. 

Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he has 
favourably considered the request for 
the establishment of a telegraph office 
| at Garrison, county Fermanagh. 
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(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) | 
I am prepared to extend the telegraph | 
system to Garrison under the usual | 
guarantee, the terms of which I am| 
communicating to the hon. Member by | 
letter. 


Cavan Train Services. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if 
he has received a resolution from the 
Cavan County Council asking for a 
better train service by the Midland 
Great Western Railway Company of 
Ireland from Cavan, in view of the 
desirability of some change, both of 
passenger and mail service, if the Cavan 
end of this line is not to be left behind 
the times entirely; and will he give 
the matter his consideration, and, if 
necessary, confer with the Postmaster- 
General as to the improvement of the 
mail service, particularly in the direction 
of supplying a later despatch for English 
letters. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
hon. Member has sent meacopv of this 
resolution. The railway company inform 
me that the traffic of the district does not, 
in their opinion, warrant more than the 
existing service of three trains daily in 
each direction. The question of im- 
provements in connection with the mail 
service is a matter for my _ right 
hon. friend the Postmaster-General, to 
whom I have transmitted a copy of the 
resolution. 


Petitions received in the Home Office 
Sentences of Persons tried on indictment. 
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Court of Criminal Appeal—Cost and 
Amount of Business. 

Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he can state the 


| probable cost of establishing the proposed 
| Court of Criminal Appeal; and whether 


any estimate of the number of cases 
likely to come before that Court has 
been made. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
No trustworthy estimate can be made 
of the number of cases that is likely to 
come before the proposed Court of 
Criminal Appeal, and consequently it is 
impossible to calculate the probable cost 
of the new Court. 


The Prerogative of Mercy. 

Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS (Kent, St. 
Augustine’s): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, in 
respect of the exercise of the prerogative 
of mercy in indictable cases, how many 
petitions were sent in to the Home 
Office in 1905 from or on behalf of 
persons convicted on indictment and in 
respect to what number of cases; in 
how many cases were complaints made 
of wrong convictions; in how many 
cases were complaints made of undue 
severity of the sentence; and in how 
many cases was the first petition sent in 
within three months of the conviction. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
The following table gives the information 
asked for by the right hon. Member :— 


in 1905 in respect of the Conviction or 























From whom the Petitions were | Whether Petition related to Con- 
received. viction or to Sentence. 
_ e -} 
Number | Number | 
of of F ‘Ref " | 
eti ' ; ee rom Solicitors, ee . ; 
= Cases. | From Prisoners. Friends, ete. | Conviction. Sentence. 
s. | 
— a ee 
| | 
Petitions. | Cases. | Petitions. | Cases. | Petitions. | Cases. | Petitions. | Cases. 
| | 
|} | — a 
: | | 
2,199 1,499 1,713 | 1,242 486 283 1,013 | 674 1,186 | 850 

















The term “ petition ” includes all appli- 


| informal. 


The total number of petitions 


cations on behalf of prisoners, however: in indictable cases was 3,145, but 946 
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related to questions of prison treat- 
ment, conditions of release, etc., and 
are not included above. In 614 of the 
1,499 cases the first petition was received 
within three months of the date when 
sentence was passed. Petitions which 
raised questions both as to the con- 
viction and sentence are counted under 
the head ‘‘ Conviction.” 


New Budget Proposal—Postponement of 
Quinquennial Re-Valuation. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he has considered that a great amount of 
extra assistance will be required in 
income tax districts, considering that 
the extra work arising from the new 
Budget will commence at the same time 
as the heavy work entailed by the quin- 
quennial re-valuation year in 1908; and 
will he state what steps he proposes to 
take. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) Yes, sir. 
The point has not escaped my attention, 
and, in view of the strain to which the 
officials will be subjected in initiating 
the new arrangements, I have decided 
to propose the postponement of the re- 
valuation due in 1908 for one year. 


The Post Office Savings Bank. 

Mr. WALROND (Devonshire, Tiver- 
ton): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if he will so alter the method 
of calculating the interest allowed to 
depositors in the Post Office Savings Bank 
as to prevent the expenditure of that 
bank exceeding the income; whether 
he is aware that the expenditure of the 
bank exceeded the income for the year 
1903 by £107,403, for the year 1904 by 
£112,090, and for the year 1905 by 
£88,094; whether he would consider 
the suggestion that this annual deficiency 
might be turned into a surplus of over 
£100,000 per annum if the rule as to 
interest was so altered as to allow 23 per 
cent. only on sums left in the bank for a 
complete calendar year, but sums left 
in the bank for a period of one or more 
complete months less than a year to 
receive 2 per cent.; and, if he is not 
prepared to consider a_ preferential 
difference of a half per cent. in the rates 
of interest, according to the stability 
of deposit, will he consider a preferential 
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difference of a quarter per cent. with 
the view of making the Post Office Savings 
Bank pay its way. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith). The Select 
Committee of 1902 on the Savings Bank’s 
Funds recommended a reduction in the 
rate of interest allowed to depositors with 
a view to balancing the income accounts 
of the funds. The question was dis- 
cussed in this House on 15th March, 
1904, and the general opinion was then 
clearly against such a reduction. The 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer on 
that occasion expressed his hopes that, 
owing to the rise in the prevailing rate 
of interest which had taken place 
the date of the Committee’s inquiry, it 
| might be possible in the course of a few 
| vears to reduce very considerably the 
| deficiency of income witaout altering 
| the rate paid to depositors. Monetary 
| aiditiies have not in the meantime 
| altered in such a way as to weaken that 
| expectation, and I see no reason to 
| depart from the decision then adopted. 





since 





| Mr. WALROND: To ask Mr. Chan- 
| cellor of the Exchequer whether he will 
| have a Return prepared for the Post 
| Office Savings Bank showing the amount 
of money contained in excess of the 
£200 limit by those balances which have 
exceeded that limit by accumulations 
of interest, and on which excess no 
interest is paid to depositors, with the 
object of keeping such excess in actual 
gold as a small gold reserve for the Savings 


Bank. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith). The aggre- 
gate of the amounts in excess of £200 
is considerably increased on Ist January 
in each year by the crediting of the 
interest which has accrued during the 
preceding year. It diminishes through- 
out the year owing to withdrawals from 
the accounts, and in December it 1s 
reduced to a comparatively small sum. 
It is estimated that the average sum 
of which the Savings Bank thus has the 
use, without paying interest upon it, 
is approximately £240,000, representing 
at 24 per cent. a saving of about £6,000 
per annum in interest paid. I do not 
think that the suggested application of 
this sum to the purposes of a gold reserve 





would be practicable. 
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Mr. WALROND: To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he will 


consider the advisability of, without 


any eXpense, providing a _ reasonable 
gold reserve for the Savings Bank funds, 
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Untenanted Lands in the Mullingar 
and Delvin Districts. 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief 

| Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 

| Ireland if he will give the names of the 


Questions, 


and, at the same time, meeting the wishes | townlands in the Mullingar and Delvin 


of a large number of depositors by ex- 
tending the present statutory maximum 


[rural districts, in which untenanted 
land is situated, for the inspection of 


limit of deposit, namely £200, stipulating | which the Estates Commissioners have 


that the excess of money over £200 
should bear no interest whatever and 
should be kept as a gold reserve. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) 
prepared to recommend an extension of 
the maximum limit of deposit, nor am 
I aware of any general desire for the 


opportunity of depositing money in the | tenanted land in Westmeath. 


Savings Banks without interest. 


Differentiated Income-Tax—Rearrange- 
ment of Surveyors Staff. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
considering the increase of work that will 
ensue in carrying out the provisions of 
a ¥differentiated income-tax, and _ in 
the examination of confidential returns 
now made compulsory, he proposes 
to? abolish the present system of 
clerk hire, and to substitute established 
clerks, called tax clerks, having a special 
entrance examination. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The 
question of the re-arrangements of staff 
required in connection with the new 
proposals will be considered in due 
course, but, as at present advised, I 
do not think any such far-reaching 


| 
I am not | 


| which I 


| * . 

| obtained the owner’s consent, with the 
| area of such land in each townland, as 
| ascertained from the ordnance maps. 

| 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I beg to 
|refer the hon. Member to the Answer 
gave on 12th March, to his 
former Question on the subject of un- 
The 
not in a 


| Estates Commissioners are 


| position to add anything to that Answer 


at present. 


Vesting of Irish Court Houses in the 
County Councils. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Government will consider the propriety 
of vesting the court houses in Ireland 
in the county councils, who are the 
representatives of the ratepayers, so as 
to prevent the refusal of the buildings for 
purposes common to all creeds and 
parties when not required for legal 
purposes. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 


change which my hon. friend suggests 


‘could only be effected by legislation. 


alteration in its character will be neces- | 


sary. 


Retirement of Indian Police Officers. 

Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether it is intended to carry out the 
recommendation of the Indian Police 
Commission, and to allow officers to 
retire on a pension after twenty-five 
years service without the production 
of a medical certificate. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
I understand that the matter is still 
under consideration of the Government 
of India, who‘have not addressed me in 
regard to it. 


ithe Government could 





The matter would require very careful 
consideration, and I do not think that 
undertake to 
consider it at present. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Publication of 
Report of Estates Commissioners 
Prior to Introduction of Bill. 


Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he can now fix the date upon 
which he will introduce his Bill relating to 
evicted tenants in Ireland; and will the 
annual Report of the Estates Commis- 
sioners, or a special Report relating to 
evicted tenants, be available to Members 
of this House before that date. 





+ See (4) Debates, elxx., 1405. 
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(Answered by Mr. 
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Birrell.) I have | 


already stated that I hope after the end of | 


this month to make a detailed statement 
as to the result of the Estates Commis- 
sioners’ inquiries into the cases of 
evicted tenants. The Commissioners will 
make a special Report on the subject, 


and this will be ready by the middle of | 


June. The decision as to further legisla - 


tion in regard to evicted tenants will de- | 


pend upon the facts as shown by the Com- 
missioners’ Report. 


Application of Glennamaddy Board of 
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resolution, proposed by P. McManus, 
C.C., seconded by James Harman, €.C., 
and adopted by the Cavan County Council 


4 


asking that the Local Government Board 


remit a surchargeof £74 15s. 2d. made upon 
four members of the joint asylum com- 
mittee of Monaghan and Cavan in con- 
nection with the maintenance, etc., of one 
Francis McDonald ; and, in view of the 
circumstances connected with this trans- 
action, will he look into the whole matter 


'and advise that this surcharge be re- 
mitted. 


Guardians for Grant in Relief of 


Distress. 

Mr. HAZLETON (Galway, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Local 
Government Board has reconsidered the 
application of the Glennamaddy Board 
of Guardians for a grant in relief of the 
distress in that union; and whether the 


| received the resolution. 


Board intend to take any action in the | 


matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Local 
Government Board have fully considered 
the application referred to, and are 
satisfied that no destitution exists in the 
Glennamaddy Union which cannot be pro- 
vided for under the ordinary law. 


Purchase of the Estate of C. D. O’'Rorke | 


of Cloonberren. 
Mr. HAZELTON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 


land whether the Land Judge has yet | 
come to any decision with reference to the | 
amended offer of the Estates Commis- | 


sioners, transmitted to him on 27th 
April for the purchase of the estate of 
Charles D. O’Rorke, Cloonberren, Kil- 
bannon, county Galway ; and, if so, what 
decision. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am 
informed by the Registrar of the Land 
Judge’s Court that the Estates Com- 
missioners’ amended offer is still under 
consideration by the parties interested in 
the estate, and has therefore not vet 
been considered by the Land Judge. 


Surcharge on Members of Cavan 
County Council. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY : 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 have 
The surcharge 
referred to was confirmed by the Local 
Government Board and the amount has 
since been lodged to the credit of the 
asylum committee. I find that my pre- 
decessor fully considered the case and 
decided, with all the facts before him, that 
it could not be re-opened. I do not, 
therefore, propose to take any further 
steps. 


Evicted Tenants on the Estate of 

aptain Singleton. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether negotiations have 
been in progress between Captain Single- 
ton, owner of the townland of Belpatrick, 
county Louth, and the Estates Com- 
missioners for the sale of two farms in 


| order that two evicted tenants might be 


restored thereon; whether the delay 
which has taken place has prevented 
Captain Singleton from making grazing 
holdings of the lands; and if he will 
arrange that the sale of this small property 
shall be promptly carried out, in the in- 
terests alike of the evicted tenants and 
the landlord. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners inform me that 
this matter is under consideration. The 


| owner has lodged an originating request 
|in respect of the property, and the Com- 


missioners will make a formal offer for 
purchase as soon as the necessary pre- 


liminaries have been completed. 


Royal Irish Constabulary —Men Invalided 
To ask| t 


rough Injuries Received on Duty. 
To ask the 


+ 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : 


tenant of Ireland if he has received a! Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
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of Ireland whether he can state the total | | condition of the Constabulary Force 
number of men of the Royal Irish Con- | Fund; and whether he is prepared to 
stabulary who have been invalided during | receive a deputation from the Constabu- 
last year from injuries received in dis- lary Pensioners’ Association, in order that 
charge of their duties. | they might explain fully the justice of 
| their claim to have the fund wound up. 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) It is 
assumed that the Question is intended (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I beg to 
to refer to men who were invalided from | refer to the Answer which I gave to the 
injuries received from assaults or violence } hon. Member’s Question on this subject 
while in the discharge of their duties. | onthe 9th instant.¢ Ihave since written 
During the year 1906 there were two such | to the Constabulary Pensioners’ Associa- 
cases in which men were permanently | tion explaining at length the reason why 
invalided and discharged on pension. In | no more summary method of winding up 
one other case a constable is under medical | this fund can be adopted than that of 
treatment, and it has not yet been ascer- | meeting its obligations to widows and 
tained whether the injury will be per-| orphans of subscribers as they arise, 
manent. In seventy-eight cases men | and expressing my inability to accede to 
were temporarily invalided, many of| their request that I should receive a 
them for short periods. I may add that | deputation on the subject 
the number of men invalided from 
injuries accidentally received was 165. Applications for Position of County 
In eight of these cases the injury was Surveyor in Meath and East Galway. 
permanent, and the men were discharged Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
on pension. The remaining 157 men| the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
were temporarily invalided. | tenant of Ireland whether applications for 
| the position of county surveyor in Meath 
Destruction of Irish Timber—Suggested | and Galway East are to be sent in the 


Forestry Department. first instance to the Local Government 
Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH : To ask | Board or to the county councils. 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- , 
| (Answe by J ‘ell. ac 
tenant of Ireland whether he has re- | (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Yn each 


ceived a communication from the Irish | these cases the county council gave 
Forestry Society, calling attention to the | “Tectons that applications for the teu 
reat destruction of timber in Ireland | “°™ of county surveyor should be sent in 
orea structio , |i einige ’ . : 

and urging the creation of a forestry | the first instance to the county council. 

é ging the creati ieee stry | : 


department similar to those of most 


Continental countries and of India; and Chairmanship of Irish Petty Sessions 


its hi hls ons Courts. 
whether he can see his way to take any 
acti ia bia Wis acacia 7 Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
action ie matte > 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
: ,.. | tenant of Ireland whether there is any 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 under- | tant and wheth re is any 
\ regulation dealing with the constitution of 
stand that the proposal referred to in the poh’ ! 
, .,) | 2 court of petty sessions in [reland as to 
Question has come before both the Roval : : ; 
Se ; i . who should take the chair during the 
Commission on Congestion in Ireland | ¥"° > ; 
sittings of the court ; and js the resident 


and the Committee of Inquiry into the ; a 
Department of Agriculture. It would magistrate, if present, entitled as of right 
5 to preside. 


seem desirable to await the Reports ot | 
both of these bodies before further con- | 
sidering the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The An- 
ser to both parts of the Question is in 
ithe negative. If the hon. Member will 
refer to the Answer which I gave on 
April 18th to the Question put by the 
hon. Member for Mid Cork he will find : 
full statement on the matter.! 


Irish Constabulary Force Fund. 
Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware of the 
growing feeling of dissatisfaction which | 
exists amongst the pensioners of the | 
Xoyal Irish Constabulary in regard to the 
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+ See (4) Debates, clxxiv., 348. 
t See (4) Debates, elxxii., 1112. 
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Delay in Reinstatement of Mr. John 
O’Brien of Aughamuldoney. 

Mr. DOLAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 

tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
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Districts Board for division amongst the 
poor people of the district; and, if so, 
what action has the Congested Districts 
Board taken in the matter. 


Questions. 


what is the cause of the delay in reinstat- | 


ing Mr. John O’Brien, Aughamuldoney, 
county Fermanagh, to the holding from 


which he was evicted on the estate of | 


James Johnston, D.L., Kinlough, 


Mr. 


county Leitrim, the farm having been | 


inspected by the Estates Commissioners 
on 24th January, 1907, and the agent 
having informed Mr. O’Brien that the 
Estates Commissioners had bought the 
farm at £155. 


Birrell.) 


considered 


(Answered by Mr. The 
Commissioners have their 
inspector’s report on this case, and have 
now informed the owner of the price which 
they are prepared to give for the holding, 
with the object of reinstating O’Brien, 


provided that he should sign an agreement | 


to purchase at that price. 


Purchase of at of Mrs. Acheson at | 


erwana. 
Mr. DOLAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 


tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland | 


whether it has been brought to the 
notice of the Estates Commissioners that 
the agent on the estate of Mrs. Acheson, 
situate at Derwana, barony of Dromahair, 
county Leitrim, having offered twenty 
and a half years’ purchase and half a 
year’s rent as terms of sale, subsequently 
withdrew his ofter and issued processes 
against the tenants ; and will the Estates 


Commissioners consider the advisability | 


of intervening. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners have, in pursu- 


ance ot the Lord-Lieutenant’s regula- 


tions, offered their services as conciliators | 


in this case, but have not yet heard 
whether the owner is willing that they 
should intervene in the matter. 


Purchase of Grazing Land at Mevoo, 
Ballycorry. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the grazing lands at 
Mevoo, Ballycorry, North Kerry, which 
are situate in a congested district, have 
been offered for sale by the landlord, 
E. M. Stock, Esq., to the Congested 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The lands 
in question have not been offered for sale 
to the Congested Districts 
the property should 
Board, the question of purchasing it will 
be considered. 


be offered to t ie 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of 
Faley, of Listowel. 


Mr. FLAVIN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 


sioners have received an application from 
Jeremiah Faley, of Listowel, who was 
evicted from a farm of land on the G. R. 
Browne estate at Diriah, near Listowel, 
North Kerry ; and what action have the 
Estates Commissioners taken in the 
| matter for the reinstatement of Faley. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have inquired into this 
case and have decided that it is not one in 
which they can take action. 


| Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of William 

Hennessy, of Listowel. 
Mr. FLAVIN: To Chief 
|Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
| Ireland whether an application has been 
| made by William Hennessy, of Listowel, 
| son of Michael Hennessy, who was evicted 
| about twenty-six years ago by G. R. 
Browne, at Dromerin, Listowel; and 
| whether any action has been taken for 
| his reinstatement. 


1. +1 
ask Tne 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners received the application in 
question on 19th January last, and 
referred it to their inspector, whose report 
has not yet been received. 


Summary Jurisdiction (Ireland) Bill. 
Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH: To 
|ask the Prime Minister whether the 
Government will give facilities for the 
Summary Jurisdiction (Ireland) Bill asa 
non-contentious temperance measure, 
which, when introduced in a_ former 
session by the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, passed through all stages in the 
House of Commons. 
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Bannerman.) 
ties can be given. 


The Colonial Conference and Ireland. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
the Prime Minister whether any repre- 
sentations have been made to him or to 


Lord Elgin dealing with the propriety of | 


having the views of the Colonial Con- 
ference, now sitting in London, collected 
on the question of Home Rule for Ire- 
land; and will he bring before the Con- 
ference the objectionableness of payment 
of percentages to emigration agents in 
Ireland by the Colonies where 
practice at present prevails. 


(Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman.) The answer to the first 
part of the Question is in the negative. 
With regard to the second part of the 
Question, I am informed that the time | 
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(Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- | 
I am afraid that at this | 
period of the session no promise of facili- | 


this | 
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representations have been made by the 
Privy Council to the College of Surgeons 
and with what result; and whether he 
' will lay upon the Table of the House 
copies of any communications which 
have passed. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- 
| Bannerman.) The memorial mentioned 
in the Question was transmitted to the 
council of the college by the Lord 
President, and, subsequently to the 
receipt of their observations thereon, 
Lord Crewe saw a deputation from the 
society of members. The society have 
since furnished a rejoinder to the ob- 
servations of the council, which has 
‘been forwarded to that body with an 
intimation that the Lord President is 
willing to receive a deputation from 
them in due course. 


Religion of Irish Land Commission. 
Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To ask 


at the disposal of the Conference does! the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


not admit of a return to the question of | 
emigration on which there has already 
been a full discussion. 


The Hague Conference and Mining 
Operations in Territorial Waters. 


Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): To 
ask the Prime Minister whether, having 
regard to the casualties and danger to 
neutral shipping from mines floating on 
the high seas, both before and after the 
cessation of hostilities in the Russo- 
Japanese War, instructions will be given 
to the British representatives at the | 
Hague Conference to raise the question, 
with a view to limiting mining operations 
to territorial waters. 


(Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman.) The British plenipotentiaries 
will be duly furnished with instructions 
on this point. 


The Royal College of Surgeons. 

Sirk W. J. COLLINS (St. Pancras, 
W.): To ask the Prime Minister whether | 
he has now considered the memorial | 


presented to him last session on behalf} 
of the members of the Royal College of | 
Surgeons of England, asking him to take 
such steps as might secure to members 
some” voice in the management of the 
College and its property; whether any 


tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the names of Land Commissioners and 
Sub-Commissioners now serving in Ire- 
land; and whether there is any official 


record of the religious denominations to 


which they belong. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I would 
refer the hon. Member to Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 231, of last session, which 
contains a list of the Judicial and other 


| Commissioners, and of the Legal and 


Lay assistant Commissioners and Assessors 
then in office. That list still holds good 


| subject to the following alterations— 


Judicial Commissioners: Mr. 
Justice J. O. Wylie has replaced 
Mr. Justice R. E. Meredith. 


Legal Assistant Commissioners : 
Mr. J. H. Edge has retired. 
Lay Assistant Commissioners : 


Messrs. J. Clarke, L. Croasdaile, R. 
Donovan, T. L. Esmonde, and P. H. 
Grierson are no longer serving; Messrs. 
M. Flanagan, J. Gill, J. J. Howard, 
P. Lafferty, T. Linehan, J. D. 
Beckett, A. Bestall, R. Coll, P. F. 
Mullally, and W. Small have since 
been appointed. 


There is no official record of the religious 
opinions of the Commissioners. 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Australasia and the Navy. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
an understanding has been arrived at 
with the Australian representatives to 
the Imperial Conference that the agree- 
ment under which Australia and New 
Zealand pay £240,000 a year towards 
the upkeep of an Imperial naval squadron 
in Australasian waters should be deter- 
mined before 1910, 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether the 
question of general contribution to the 
Imperial Navy has been considered at 
the present Colonial Conference ; and if 
the arrangement entered into in 1902 
with the Governments of the Australian 
Commonwealth and New Zealand, by 
which the Australian Squadron is con- 
fined within specified waters, is considered 
satisfactory by the Admiralty. 


THE SECRETARY to tor ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpMuND RopBertTson, Dun- 
dee): The general question of Colonial 
contributions and the Australasian agree- 
ment were both discussed at the Con- 
ference, and Papers giving a report of 
the discussion will shortly be published. 
No action can be taken until the Colonial 
Vrime Ministers have laid before their 
several Parliaments the proposals dis- 
cussed between them and the Admiralty, 
and have obtained their consent to any 
proposed changes. Unless changes are 
agreed to, the Agreement of 1902 holds 
good till 1910. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
Is it the case that the Australian 
Government desire to withdraw their 
contribution to the Admiralty and apply 
it to local defence ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I can 
make no statement on that subject at 
the present time. 


Lyddite Shell Tenders. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can state the lowest and 
average private tenders for lyddite shell 
and also the Woolwich tender ; whether 
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; in response to War Oftice requests orders 





have been diverted to Woolwich ; and, 


| if so, for what reason. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : It has 
not been the custom of the Admiralty, 
or, so far as I know, of any public depart- 
ment, to make known the amounts of 
recent tenders. No orders for lyddite 
have been diverted from the private 
trade to Woolwich. But I ought to say 
that, having regard to the exceptional 
situation, the proportion of orders for 
ordnance stores to be allocated to 
Woolwich will be somewhat in excess 
of the normal. 


Naval Contracts. 

Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow): | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty, what are the articles ordered by the 
Admiralty for the British Navy in the 
case of contracts executed for the Works 
Department for which the contractors 
are not bound to use British materials ; 
whether contractors for other things, 
other than those executed for the Works 
Department, are allowed to sub-let their 
contracts ; and, if so, what conditions are 
made to prevent the sub-contractors 
from using anything except British 
material manufactured by British work- 
men, 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: In 
the case of Works Department contracts, 
that is for building materials, it has long 
been the practice to specify the standard 
of quality only without reference to the 
place of origin or manufacture. Con- 
tracts may not be sublet without Ad- 
miralty sanction, which is only given in 
exceptional cases. In large contracts for 
machinery, etc., specialities may be ob- 
tained from sub-contractors subject to the 
Admiralty approval in each case. All 
work is done under Admiralty inspection, 
and the same conditions apply to the sub- 
contractor as to the main contractor, 
There is no restriction on the source of 
the material used, which must be the best 
obtainable. 


Lance-Corporals. 

Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Black- 
pool): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether lance-corporals 
will be appointed in the Territorial Army 
or not. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddingtonshire) : 
No decision on this point has yet been 
reached. 


Mr. ASHLEY: 
Question later. 


I will repeat the 


Soldiers’ Walking-Out Uniform. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if it has yet 
been decided whether a _ walking-out 
uniform for the territorial soldier is to 
be provided at the public cost or not. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is contemplated 
to take money in the Estimates for the 
provision of a walking-out dress for the 
territorial soldier. 


Srrm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): What additional sum will it 
add to the Estimate ? 


Mr. HALDANE: I cannot say. 


Sin HOWARD VINCENT: Has no 


caleulation been made ? 
Mr. HALDANE: Yes. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Then 


surely the right hon, Gentleman can say 
how it will affect the Estimate. 


Soldiers’ Kit. 

Mr. ASHLEY: [ beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if the terri- 
torial soldier, on joining, will receive a 
free issue of underclothing and _ neces- 
saries ; and on whom the annual cost of 
maintenance of these articles will fall. 


Mr. HALDANE: The whole question 


is under consideration. 


Mr. ASHLEY: I will 


Question. 


repeat the 


Rifies for Rifle Clubs. 

Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will issue to attiliated 
rifle clubs free of charge those Lee- 
Metford and Lee-Enfield rifles recently 
withdrawn from the Regular troops, | 
which may be found on examination to | 
be unsuitable ior conversion and re-issue 
to such troops, in order that they may be 
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used by these clubs with a Morris or 
other tube on miniature ranges. 


Mr. HALDANE: Norifles withdrawn 
from troops are at present available for 
the purpose mentioned. Later on un- 
serviceable long rifles may be available, 
and it may then be considered whether 
they should not be issued at the usual 
price of 1s, 6d. each. 


Mr. CARLILE: Cannot they be issued 
free of charge so as to encourage rifle 
practice ? 

Mr. HALDANE: No decision has yet 


been come to. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman define “ later on 1” 


Mr. HALDANE: Until the very com- 
plicated questions connected with this 
subject have all been carefully con- 
sidered I can make no statement. 


Royal Innisxilling Fusiliers Militia Staff. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War when it is proposed to 
issue the new pattern walking-out caps 
and putties to the permanent statf of the 
Militia ; is he aware that they have been 
issued to the line battalions of the Royal 
Inniskilling Fusiliers, while the Militia 
staff of the same regiment are wearing a 
composite uniform in part consisting of 
the old caps and leggings. 


Mr. HALDANE: The permanent staff 
of Militia battalions will be supplied with 
the new pattern walking-out cap as soon 
as the line battalions of their regiment 
have rece'ved it. The officers command- 
ing the Militia battalions of the Royal 
Inniskilling Fusiliers have been called 
upon to submit size rolls for their per- 
manent staff, and caps are now in course 
of issue to two battalions. Putties are 
being issued to the Militia as the stock 
of leggings becomes exhausted. 


Woolwich Arsenal and Emigration. 

Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in every case where 


workmen have received notice of dismis- 
sal at Woolwich Arsenal, the notice has 
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been accompanied with official directions 
and advice to the discharged workman 
to emigrate either to foreign countries or 
the Colonies ; will he say whether such 
advice has been given with the authority 
of his Department ; and what action, 
if any, he proposes to take in the matter. 


Mr. HALDANE: Men discharged on 
reduction are notified that information in 
regard to the prospects of work, cost 
of living, etc., in the various British 
Colonies and foreign countries can be 
obtained from the Emigrants Information 
Office, a1, Broadway, Westminster, which 
is a sub-department of the Colonial Oftice, 
The sole object of this notification is to 
acquaint men desirous of emigration of a 
reliable source from which they could 
obtain information, and to prevent their 
being misled by irresponsible or bogus 
advertisements. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Has the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention been 
called to the huge placard exhibited at 
Woolwich asking “ Why stay here and 
starve when you can get work in 
Canada?” 


Mr. HALDANE. My attention has 
not been called to that placard. 


Enlistment Regulations. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it 
wili be possible to enlist in the Terri- 
torial Army for a particular battalion, 
regiment, or military body, or whether 
enlistment will only be permitted for 
general service under the county associa- 
tion. 


Mr. HALDANE: The actual enlist- 
ment will be in the terms of Clause 8 
of the Bill, and may be for a particular 
arm or unit. The Association will, of 
course, decide what vacancies there are, 
but as far as possible men will be enabied 
to choose their own units, in the same 
manner as at present prevails in the 


Militia. 


Transvaal Volunteer Force. 

Mr. HUNT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if it is 
proposed that a large voluntary force 
should be organised in the Transvaal ; 
whether this suggestion comprises the 
raising of a volunteer force of artillery ; 
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whether the Transvaal Government 
have ordered, or propose to order, 
any reduction to be effected in the 
cost of the present volunteer forces of 
that Colony ; and whether the Transvaal 
Government have given or propose to 
give instructions that any reduction 
should be made in the South African 
Constabulary in the Transvaal. 


Mr. HALDANE: I have no know- 
ledge of the matters referred to. Questions 
affecting the forces of a self-governing 
Colony are the immediate concern of the 
Colonial Office, and this Question should 
he addressed to my right hon. friend. 


Woolwich Lyddite Shells. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 
in the case of a recent manufacture 
of lyddite shell by the Govern- 
ment establishment at Woolwich, the 
number of shell rejected amounted to as 
much as 90 per cent., and if not, whether 
he can state the exact percentage ; 
whether he can state the price charged 
for the shell about to be or being maru- 
factured by Woolwich; and what has 
been the corresponding price on the part 
of contractors. 


Mr. HALDANE: The inspection of 
lyddite shells manufactured by the 
Ordnance Factories, Woolwich, is not yet 
completed and the exact percentage of 
rejections cannot be stated. The prices 
cannot at present be given—estimates 
only are available until manufacture is 
completed. It is contrary to practice to 
state the contractors’ prices. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman indicate approximately 
the proportion of shells 1ejected ? Was 
it anything like that stated in the 
Question ? 


Mr. HALDANE: I do not think it 


would be safe to attempt it at present. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what is the 
explanation offered by the Woolwich 
authorities, acting as manufacturers, for 
passing faulty materials which were 
utilised in the subsequent manufacture of 
lyddite shell; whether the authorities 
are in the habit of thoroughly testing 
their materials before using them; and 
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whether the Government are adhering to | 
the policy of running the Arsenal on | 
strictly commercial lines. 


Mr. HALDANE: Some material used 
for manufacture of lyddite shells has 
developed flaws which could only be 
found during manufacture or by cutting 
up the material. All such material has 
to be replaced free of charge by the con- 
tractors supplying it. Materials used in 
the Ordnance factories are thoroughly 
tested and the material now under ques- 
tion passed the prescribed tests. The 
Woolwich Arsenal is so far as is possible 
for a Government establishment run on 
commercial lines. 


Artillery Militia. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, as it is arranged that all 
Artillery Militia are to become field 
Artillery, he will take immediate steps 
to secure to the officers facilities and 
incentives to train themselves for mounted | 
service at the Government’s expense. 


Mr. HALDANE: It would in present 
circumstances be premature to take the 
steps suggested in the Question. 


Conditions of Service in the Territorial 
Army. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War what steps he proposes to take 
under the Territorial Army Scheme to 
secure uniformity of conditions for 
individuals of corps of the Territorial 
Army who are recruited in different 
counties and whose members will come 
under the jurisdiction of different associa- 
tions. 


Mr. HALDANE: The conditions of 
service in the Territorial Force will be 
uniform so far as concerns the period of 
embodiment for field training, when the 
whole force is administered directly by 
the Military authorities. At other 
periods, while uniformity of system will 
be aimed at, it would not be, in the 
opinion of the Government, desirable to 
prescribe in advance absolute rigidity of 
conditions, Circumstances may differ in 
different counties. 
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| service which will be offered to men now 
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The Militia. 
Mayor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg 


|to ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether, similarly to the course pursued 
with regard to the Yeomanry, he will 
consider the advisability of postponing 
the metamorphosis of the Militia for 
another three years. 


Mr. HALDANE: Assuming that the 
hon. and gallant Member is referring to 
future enlistments for the Yeomanry and 
Militia, men enlisting up to the time of 
the transfer of their units to the county 
associations will remain on conditions 
existing at the time of their enlistment. 


Gunner Crossan, Fife Volunteer Artillery. 

Mayor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War what compensation has been or will 
be granted to Gunner Crossan, of the 
Fife Royal Garrison Volunteer Artillery, 


| who met with an accident in the pursuance 


of his duty on His Majesty’s service on 
13th April last. 


Mr. HALDANE: The case is being 
dealt with by the General Ofticer Com- 
manding in Chief under the provisions of 
paragraph 618 Volunteer Regulations. 
Crossan will receive a gratuity of 3s. 6d. 
a day for the period, not exceeding 6 
months, during which he is prevented 
from following his civil employment. In 
the event of his discharge from the corps 
as a result of the accident he would be 
eligible for pension under the Royal 
Warrant. 


Artillery Militia—Mounted Training. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
beg toask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether in consideration of the fact that 
in Artillery Militia the rank and file have 
had no opportunity for mounted training, 
he will take steps to afford it to them, or 
whether he intends the present personnel 
to be replenished by another class of 
recruit. 


Mr. HALDANE: It will not be 
possible this year to afford facilities for 
mounted training to men of Garrison 
Artillery Militia units not allocated to 
Coast Defences. A circular will shortly 
be issued explaining the new terms of 
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serving in the Royal Garrison Artillery 
Militia. 


Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: Am 
I to take it the Militia Artillery are to be 
made field artillery 4 

Mr. HALDANE: Yes, that is so. 

Work for Woolwich Arsenal. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will explain why Woolwich Arsenal is 
getting five-sixths of the orders for gun 
mountings as against two-sixths last 
year ; and whether, in making this allo 
cation, he has taken into consideration 
the loss of employment to private traders, 
and the fact that their foreign orders are 
in large measure dependent on the ex- 
tent to which they receive orders from 
the Government. 


Mr. HALDANE: If the Question re- 
fers to naval gun mountings it should be 
addressed to my right hon. friend. The 
only land service gun mountings to be 
made this year are a few siege carriages, 
and the balance of the field gun carriages 
allocated to the Ordnance factories in the 
proportion of one-third as compared with 
two-thirds to the trade. 


Mr. CROOKS: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman endeavour to arrange with 
the Admiralty to get the amount of work 
ior Woolwich which is mentioned in the 
(Juestion ? 


Mr. HALDANE: The Admiraity have 
given me as much as they can. They 
have their own arrangements with certain 
private establishments, which they have 
to keep up for the exigencies of war. 
The allocation of orders is in the nature 
of a retainer for that purpose. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the allocation of 
orders to Woolwich has been attributed 
by the hon. Member for Woolwich to 
“the way they were worrying the 
authorities "—that is, to the political 
pressure brought to bear on the Govern- 
ment ? 


Mr. CROOKS: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he will inform the 
hon. Member for Lynn Regis that there 
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is all the difference in the world between 
ordinary work and gun mountings ? 


Mr. HALDANE: [am not a postman. 


The Unrest in India. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD — (Middlesex, 
Brentford): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether in view of 
the Indian Act allowing the Viceroy of 
India to seize a subject of the King, to 
transport him from one province to 
another, to put him in prison, and to 
detain him in prison for life without trial, 
he will say whether any person or 
persons have been so treated ; and, if so, 
how many; whether any are now in 
prison, and for what periods; and 
whether he will have this Act repealed 
without delay. 


Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): At the 
same time may I ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether Mr. Lajpatrai, 
pleader of the Punjab Chief Court, 
arrested in Lahore and deported to 
another province, has been so arrested 
under an old Act which empowers the 
Viceroy to keep prisoners confined for 
an unlimited period without trial; 
whether there are at present in any 
prison in British India any natives 
confined and not yet brought to justice 
who were arrested many years ago under 
this same Act; and, if so, what are their 
numbers; and will steps be taken at 
once to annul the Act in question. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
IN DIA-(Mr. Morey, Montrose Burghs): 
Tne Regulation of 1818 deals with the 
confinement of State prisoners. The 
preamble recites that ‘‘ reasons of State, 
embracing the due maintenance of the 
alliances formed by the British with 
foreign Powers, the preservation of tran- 
quility in the territories of native Princes 
entitled to its protection, and the security 
of the British dominions from foreign 
hostility and from internal commotion, 
occasionally render it necessary to place 
under personal restraint individuals 
against whom there may not be sufficient 
ground to institute any judicial proceed- 
ing, or when such proceeding may not be 
adapted to the nature of the case, or may 
for other reasons be inadvisable or im- 
proper.” Each half-year the Government 
of India review the cases of persons so 
detained, and consider whether the 
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detention may be terminated. There are 
at present thirty-two persons under 
detention or restraint, most of whom are 
political détenus, such as the ex-Khan of 
Khelat, the ex-Maharaja of Bharatpur, 
the persons concerned in the Manipur 
troubles of 1891, and the ex-Mehtar of 
Chitral. The number of British subjects 
detained is small; they are chiefly Mop- 
lahs from Malabar. Ten persons are in 
prison. The regulation is rarely resorted 
to for the last of the purposes mentioned 
in the preamble—* the security of the 
British dominions from internal com- 
motion.” The most recent important 
ease of the kind was the detention, after 
the murders of Mr. Rand and Lieutenant 
Ayerst, at Poona in 1897, of the Natu 
brothers in Bombay. I may add that 
Lajpatrai is to be detained in a fort in 
the place to which he is being taken, and 
treated with consideration as a State 
prisoner pending further instructions. 
Suitable precautions will be taken to 
prevent him from communicating with 
others when such communication might 
lead to popular disturbance. I am sure 
that the House will forgive me if I very 
confidently remind hon. Members that 
there are no persons so interested in the 
prompt suppression of disorder, and in 
taking prompt measures to prevent the 
spread of disorder, as the Indian Party 
and the Indian causes with which my 
hon. friends are in such sympathy. There 
can be no secret that if disorder spreads 
there will be an end to all those prospects, 
whether we lke it or not, of reform 
which the Viceroy and I—and I do not 
believe that any two servants of the 
Crown have understood one another 
better than the Viceroy and I—have 
hoped, and still hope, to produce. 
Executive measures of this kind—and I 
think my Parliamentary record will show 
anyone that no one dislikes them more 
than I do—must be judged and tested by 
the emergency and the risk. Now, 
suppose it to be possible that the 
Lieutenant-Governor of the Punjab, 
nearly the whole of whose active service 
in India has been spent in the Punjab, 
believes that he is right in thinking that 
these agitations lend themselves to 
promote mischiefs which he regards as 
being of the gravest and most formidable 
kind, what should we do? I hope my 
hon. friends will realise what these mis- 
chiefs may mean. They are not mischiefs 


such as we are familiar with here, or in 
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any other parts of the Empire. They 
are enormous, and therefore my colleagues 
and I, representing His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, are determined, when asked 
whether we are going to repeal or to 
annul the regulations of 1818, not to 
strip the Government of India of any 
weapon which the law places in our 
hands for the suppression of these 
dangerous disturbances and disorders. 


Mr. O'GRADY asked whether, seeing 
that the agitation was purely a political 
one, the right hon. Gentleman would see 
that the gentlemen who had been arrested 
in the recent disturbance had the oppor- 


tunity of a fair public trial. 


Mr. MORLEY: Regarded from my 
hon. friend’s point of view, such a promise 
would be to unsay all that I have just 
said. This is a case of emergency and 
grave risk, and it would be impossible for 
us, or for any Government, to give up any 
weapon We may possess. 


Mr. O'GRADY : May I ask why these 
same measures were not applied to other 
sections of the community in certain 
former cases of disorder ? Why not to the 
Nawab of Deccan, whose action led to 
rioting, looting, and common robbery ! 


Mr. MORLEY : I must ask for notice 
of that Question, but I hope my hon. 
friend will reconsider it. 


Mr. O'GRADY: I have already put 
that Question, and the Answers up to the 
present have been unsatisfactory. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): May Lask the right hon. Gentleman 
very respectfully whether he will have pre- 
pared for the information of the House a 
full list of the gentlemen arrested in this 
way without trial, stating where they are 
detained, the nature of the treatment 
they are subjected to, and whether they 
are allowed to communicate with their 
friends outside ? And can the right hon. 
Gentleman give any indication of the 
length of time these gentlemen are likely 
to be imprisoned, and whether there is 
any intention now or in the future of 
bringing them to a trial such as they 
would get in any other portion of the 
Empire ? 
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Mr. MORLEY : I cannot undertake to 
say that there is any intention of bringing 
them to trial, because the difficulties of 
trial are so great, and we should be 
practically stultifying ourselves if | made 
that promise. As for the other Question, 
my hon. friend knows very well from long 
experience that if a man is arrested as a 
political prisoner, I, at all events, will 
advise the Government of India to be as 
lenient as the public safety permits. 


Questions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg | 


to give notice that, at the first possible 
opportunity, I will draw attention to the 
singular action of the Government in 
India, and move a Resolution that 
coercion is just as little likely to succeed 
in avoiding mischief and in bringing real 
and permanent peace to India as it has 
been in Ireland. 


Dr. RUTHERFORD: I wish to ask 
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| ment were observed. The Government 
of India have ordered the prosecution of 
a newspaper for publishing a pamphlet 
(a copy of which, found on a Sikh in 
London, I hold in my hand) inciting the 
native troops against the Government. 
That is not a thing which we should wish 
to condone. As to Eastern Bengal, the 
situation is strained owing to the great 
bitterness that prevails between the 
Hindus and Mahomedans, the cause of 
which is to be found in the attempts 
made by Hindu agitators to compel the 
Mahomedans by open violence to abstain 
from purchasing foreign goods in the 
markets and fairs, which are extremely 
numerous in the middle of April. The 
consequent disorders have assumed a very 
serious aspect, and have created a feeling 
of great unrest both in the province of 
Eastern Bengal and in Calcutta. Agita- 
| tion by seditious speeches at public 
| meetings—a form of disseminating sedi- 





whether any of these political prisoners | tion much more eftective and more im- 
have had their sentences revised, and | mediately dangerous among moverately 
whether they are now enjoying the | literate people than agitation through 
freedom which we expect in the british | the Press—is prevalent, and it is im- 





dominions ? 


Mr. MORLEY: If the hon. Member 
will put that Question on the Paper I will 
endeavour to give him an Answer. 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): Is the reason why these men are 
not to be brought to trial that they have 
not committed any offence against the 
law ! 


Subsequently, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) : | 
would be | 
in the public interest that the Secretary | 
of State for India should make a state- | 
ment with regard to recent events in | 


I do not know whether it 


India. 


Mr. MORLEY: I do not think that | 


anything I have to say would be against 
the public interest. ‘The latest informa- 


tion from the Punjab shows that the | 


measures taken by the Government of 


India with the full support of His 
Majesty’s Government at home have 
sufticed for the maintenance of tran- 


quillitv. The city and cantonment ot 
Lahore were on Saturday being patrolled 
by British and native troops and by the 
police, and no signs of unusual excite- 


| possible to suppress it owing to the 
| difficulty of obtaining evidence of 
'speeches delivered in the vernacular. 
'In these circumstances, the Governor- 
|General in Council, with the approval 
of His Majesty’s (Government, _ has 
promulgated an Ordinance under the 
Act of 1861 to the following effect :— 
(1) Public meetings for the discussion of 
public or political matters shall not be 
held unless seven days’ notice has been 
given to the superintendent of police. 
(2) Police officers and others may be 
|deputed to attend meetings for the 
purpose of reporting speeches—a proviso 
with which my hon. friends opposite are 
familiar. (3) The district magistrate 
may, by order in writing, prohibit a 
meeting if, in his opinion, it is likely to 
promote sedition or disturbance of publie 
tranquillity. (4) The persons concerned 
in the promotion of a meeting held 
| without notice shall be punishable with 
six months’ imprisonment. (5) A pro- 
hibited meeting to be deemed an un- 
lawful assembly under the penal code. 
Under the fourth provision of the 
Ordinance the police would be bound to 
| bring the accused before a magistrate 
| within twenty-four hours of the arrest. 
| He would be tried in due course of law 
by a magistrate of the first class or the 
second class, presumably in such a case 
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by a magistrate of the first class. If | 
convicted, he would have an appeal to 
the Sessions Judge. 


dismissed, he could, if his case were in 


the Punjab, present an application in | 


revision to the Chief Court at Lahore. If 
his case were in Eastern Bengal his 
application in revision would be to the 
High Court at Calcutta. Under the 
fifth provision of the Ordinance any 
person who is a member of an unlawful 
assembly may, on 
magistrate of the first or second class, be 
punished by imprisonment, which may 
extend to six months, or with fine or 
with both. He would have an appeal to 
the Sessions Judge, and from the 
Sessions Judge he could apply in re- 


vision to the Chief Court at Lahore or to | 
the High Court at Calcutta as the case | 


might be. This Ordinance will be 
applied to districts that may be pro- 
clamed in the Punjab and in Eastern 
Bengal and Assam—this measure is 
considered to be absolutely necessary 
by the responsible Government in India 
in the interest of the public safety. 


Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.) : 
I wish to ask the right hon. Gentleman a | 
Question of which I[ have given private | 
notice, namely, whether he can make any | 


further statement regarding the causes of 
the disaffection in the Punjab, and will 
he also state the steps which it is pro- 
posed to take to remove it ? 


Mr. MORLEY: I think the House 
will agree that these are two Questions 
the width and breadth of which are so 
enormous that it is impossible for me to 
deal with them satisfactorily in Answer to 
a Question. 
shall certainly be perfectly prepared — 

AN HON. MEMBER: When will it 
come ? 


Mr. MORLEY: It may come earlier, 
but an opportunity will certainly come, 
when it will be my duty to introduce the 
Indian Budget, to discuss the whole 
situation. 


Dr. RUTHERFORD: Will the right | 
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When the occasion comes I | 
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| cuss this question on the Motion for the 
| adjournment on Wednesday ? 


If his appeal were | 


| Mr. MORLEY: It is impossible for 
me to prevent this Question from being 
| discussed on Wednesday. 


Dr. RUTHERFORD: But will the 
right hon. Gentleman use his influence 
with the hon. Member ? 


Mr. MORLEY: I am afraid I have 
| never taken the measure of that influence. 


| Sir H. COTTON: I understood the 
'right hon. Gentleman to say last Mon- 
| day that the causes of dissatisfaction were 
| the assessment of land, the water rates, 
and forced labour. May I ask if he will 
cause an inquiry to be made into these 
matters ? 


Mr. MORLEY: When the time comes 
for this discussion I shall endeavour to be 
as well furnished with information as I 
can on all the grounds. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: In view of the 
drastic change which will be brought 
about in consequence of the ordinance 
just read to the House, may I ask whether 
the Government. will give an early day 
|to enable the House to discuss the situa- 
tion, or whether extraordinary alterations 
of this kind, practically suspending the 
rights of British citizens in India, are to 
be carried out without this House having 
an opportunity of expressing an opinion 
upon them ? 


Mr. MORLEY: I doubt very much— 
I speak quite frankly, and hon. “Members 
will not suspect me of disrespect for 
Parliamentary discussion—whether at 
‘this moment it is particularly desirable 
that those in India, whom I am not 
criticising, but who are apparently pursu- 
ing courses of agitation which are very 
undesirable, should have it in their power 
to say that this House is divided. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: We are 
| not. 
Mr. W. REDMOND: We are. 


hon. Gentleman use his influence with | 


the hon. Member for Montgomer vy Burghs, 


to induce him to withdraw his blocking | 


Motion, so as to enable the House to dis- | 


Mr. MORLEY: There will be at least 
two occasions when, if the House thinks 
| fit, this discussion can take place. 
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Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford): 
Is it the fact that the trouble arises out 
of excessive taxation, and the starvation 
resulting from it ? 


(uestions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon. Member must give notice of that 
Question. 


Nairobi Incident. 

Mr. CARLILE: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
on what date a telegram was sent by 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
to the Acting-Commissioner at Nairobi, 
or to the Commissioner for British East 
Africa, in which the noble Lord said that 
he presumed that legal proceedings had 
been taken against the ringleaders in the 
Nairobi incident. 


THE UNDERSECRETARY oF 
STATE For tHE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 


telegram was sent on 18th March. 


Panama Canal Works. 

Mr. J. WARD: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he can state whether a correct record 
is kept of all emigrants from Trinidad 
and other British possessions to, and for 
the purpose of working upon, the Panama 
Canal ; whether any record is kept of 
the rate of sickness and mortality among 
such emigrants while working upon the 
canal; and whether, in view of the 
nature of the work, any action is being 
taken to protect the interests of such 
emigrants. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: As regards the 
first part of the Question ] would refer 
to the Answer I gave to the hon. Member 
for Sunderland on Tuesday last.+ The 
rest of the Question should be addressed 
to my right hon. friend the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs. It is not 
possible for the Colonial Governments to 
do more than supervise recruiting and 
see that the terms of contracts are 
satisfactory. 


British Indians in Natal. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the appeal of Ameer and others to the 





+ See (4) Debates, elxxiv., 59-60. 
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Supreme Court of Natal from the adverse 
decision of the licensing ofticer, supported 
hy that of the Municipal Board of Appeal 
of Ladysmith, whereby, under powers 
vested in them by the Natal Dealers’ 
Licences Act, they had refused to renew 
shop licences of British-Indian applicants, 
who had in some cases been established 
as long as twenty-three years ; whether he 
had read the evidence which showed that 
the adverse decision of the Municipal 
Board of Appeal had been arrived at with- 
out its having before it the records of the 
matter that was su) judice ; whether he had 
noticed the criticism of the Chiet Justice 
of Natal; and whether he would make 
further representations to the Govern- 
ment of that Colony on the subject of the 
manner in which the law in question 
was being administered. 

No, Sir, 


Mr. CHURCHILL: but 


inquiry shall be made. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) ; 
Is it not the case that intervention on 
behalf of the Indians is far more likely to 
prejudice than to help their case in the 
Colony ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not think 
that would be the result of any interven- 
tion. 


Brooketon Collieries. 

Sir E. SASSOON (Hythe) : I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he can inform the 
House as to whether any definite answer 
has been received and any decision ar- 
rived at concerning the insistence on, or 
the withdrawal of, the proposed tax on 
coal raised in the Brooketon collieries, 
which are being opened out and worked 
at a serious financial loss by the Rajah of 
Sarawak. 

Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir; the 


Question is still under consideration. 


Str E. SASSOON: May I ask my 
right hon. friend if he is aware that six 
whole months have elapsed since the 
reference of the matter to the Commis- 
sioner ; that the harassment and uncer- 
tainty are hurtful to a struggling in- 
dustry ; and would he suggest to the 
Secretary of State the policy of the 
administration of ginger to the Depart- 


' ment of the Colonial Office concerned ? 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: I will endeavour | is completed, the House will desire some 


to have the matter expedited. I admit it 
has taken a long time. 


Colonial Conference Reports. 

Mr. HILLS (Durham): I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether any précis of the pro- 
ceedings of the Imperial Conference is 
being published in the Colonies; and, if 
so, Whether it is 
officially. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The daily précis 


issued by the Colonial Office is communi- 


cated to the Colonial Press Agencies with | 


others for transmission to the Colonies. 
[am not aware that any other précis is 
being published there. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman if the 


Government has taken into consideration 


whether it would not be wise for the 
Conference to employ its own officials for 
making the précis rather than employ 
the oflicials of the Colonial Office, over 
whom they have no control ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: If that question 
suggests that the officials of the Colonial 
Ottice who have been making the précis 
have not endeavoured to make a fair one, 
or that, having that intention, they have 
not been able to carry their intention 
out, I think the suggestion ought not to 
be made. 


Mr. J. WARD: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman heard anything of complaints 
from the Colonial Premiers themselves ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston): Who 
pays these officials ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The whole cost is 
borne by us. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: 


the Conference intend to make the 


otlicial secretariat which is to be estab- | 


lished responsible for the précis in future ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: That is a Ques- | 


tion which I cannot refer to conveniently 
by Question and Answer across the floor 
ot the House. No doubt at a later date, 
when the organisation of the secretariat 


being published | 


Does not | 


| further statement. 


| 


| Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
| ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if the Imperial Conference has 
decided that its proceedings shall be 
published in in extenso. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: As will be seen 
| by reference to the précis of 10th May, 
the Conference has decided to “ publish 
| its proceedings, subject to any necessary 
revision or omissions.” It is expected 
that publication will take place at an 
early date. 


Srrk HOWARD VINCENT: When 
will the Paper be laid on the Table? The 
Government proceedings relating to 
preference might be hurried on. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I will do my 
best to expedite the publication of these 
| Papers. I should not think the delay 
would be very long, but, of course, it is 
necessary for the statements of each 
member of the Conference to be 
corrected. The preference portions of 
the discussion will certainly be published. 


Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): Can it 
be arranged that in ertenso reports shall 
be published and forwarded to the 
Colonial Premiers before they leave this 
country ? 

Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not think I 


can promise that. It depends on how long 
the Colonial Premiers stay. 


Colonial Policy on Preference. 

Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, during the present Colonial 
Conference, any offer has been made by 
any of the Colonial Premiers to admit 
British goods to any Colonial market 
upon terms of equality or approximate 
equality with goods produced in that 
Colony ; and whether His Majesty’s 
Ministers, in their negotiations with the 
| Premiers, have given any pledge or 
undertaking which departs from the 
| declaration made by the Secretary of 
| State who presided over the Conference 
of 1902, that we cannot pay for any 
preference unless it enables us to enter 
| the Colonial market upon terms of greater 
| equality with the Colonial producer. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: The Colonial| Mr. CHURCHILL was understood to 
Premiers have made it clear to His| reply that a portion would be devoted 
Majesty's Government that as their | to works which would be of advantage to 


policy is to protect their home producers 
from British or foreign competition they 
cannot in any way reciprocate the free 
and unrestricted access accorded to them 


in the markets of Great Britain. His 
Majesty's Government, on the other 
hand, are not prepared to place new 


taxes upon foreign imports into the 
United Kingdom for the purpose of 
affording any further advantage to the 
self-governing Colonies. No question 
has arisen of balancing a change in the 
Colonial policy of protection against a 
change in the free trade policy of the 
United Kingdom. 


British East Africa—The Senoussi 


Movement. 
Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Government can lay any 


Papers regarding the alleged spread of 
the Senoussi movement from its centre in 
the Libyan Desert to the British East 
Africa Protectorate. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: There is no 
information in the Colonial Office indicat- 
ing that the Senoussi movement is 
spreading to the British East Africa 
Protectorate, and therefore I am unable 
to lay any Papers. 


Distress in Transvaal Colony. 


Magor SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 


whether his attention has been called to 
the degree of poverty and distress now 
prevailing in the rural districts of the 
Transvaal Colony; and whether His 
Majesty’s Government propose to take 
any action in the matter. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Any distress 
which may exist is a matter which must 
be dealt with by the responsible Govern- 
ment of the Colony, but my hon. 


the settlers. 


Unlicensed Chinese Coolies. 

Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, New 
bury): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether, at any 
time since the discovery by Lord Selborne 
that 259 Chinese coolies were being 
imported into the Transvaal who were 





not licensed as required by law, any 
licences have been issued to legalise 
| their position ; and, if not, under ‘what 


law or authority they are detained in 
/ compounds. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : I am not precisely 
informed as to the formal steps which 
were taken to cure the vexatious error to 
which my hon. friend refers. No one at 
present has been in a position to decide 
which particular 259 coolies were those 
who were illegally imported. The matter 
now lies wholly within the authority of 
the responsible Government. If my hon. 
friends thinks it necessary I will make 
more detailed inquiries, but the incident 
must now be regarded mainly in its 
historic aspect. 

Mr. HERBERT (Buckinghamshire, 

Wycombe): I beg to ask the Under- 
'Secretary of State for the Colonies 
| whether, in view of the impossibility of 
identifying which 259 of the entire cargo 
of 2,129 coolies arriving by the ‘“ Cran- 
| ley ” were not covered by the licence, he 
will say how any one of the 2,129 has 
been identified as being subject to the 
terms of the Ordinance; and by what 
authority any one of the 2,129 is detained 
in a compound, or otherwise subjected to 
the restrictions of the Ordinance. 

The Ordinance 


Mr. CHURCHILL 


| applies to all labourers introduced into 


and | 


gallant friend has no doubt noted that | 
His Majesty’s Government propose to | 
guarantee a loan of £5,000,000 to the | 


Transvaal. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER inquired if 
any part of the £5,000,000 loan for the 
Transvaal was to be devoted to the 
relief of the settlers ? 


‘at Johannesburg; and 


the Colony and its application is not I 
understand dependent on the issue of the 
licence. 


Johannesburg Miners’ Strike. 

Mr. MACKARNESS : I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Colonial Office is in possession 
of any information which can be given to 
the House as to the causes and extent of 
the strike of white labourers in the mines 
whether any 
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coloured labourers have joined in the 
strike. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have no informa- 
tion other than that which appears in the 
newspapers. Lord Selborne will no 
doubt report to us in his regular duty 
upon the general course of affairs in the 
Transvaal ; and transmit to the Secretary 
of State any Minutes which the respon- 
sible Ministers of that Colony may lay 
before him. I have every reason to 
believe that the Government of the 
Transvaal would be desirous of affording 
all possible information to the House of 
Commons upon the condition of affairs in 
the Colony ; and the Secretary of State 
will not hesitate to apply to them when- 
ever necessity arises. But I am sure my 
hon. friend will agree with me _ that 
special inquiries should be limited to ex- 
traordinary occasions, and I see no reason 
to suppose that anything had occurred 
which is of an extraordinary character, 
or with which the Transvaal Government 
is not fully competent to deal. 


Assouan Dam—British Labour. 
Mr. J. WARD: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | 
number of 


whether he can state the 
Europeans who found employment upon 
the original works of the great barrage at 
Assouan, and the proportion of British 
workmen compared with other nation- 
alities. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. 
Dewsbury ; for Sir EDWARD Grey): By 
the end of December, 1898, 2,900 men 
were employed, of whom 271 were 
Europeans. During the summer months 
of 1899, the average number of men em- 
ployed was 10,000, of whom some 900 
were Europeans. In 1900, 381 Europeans 
were employed in the work, and an 
average of 12,500 natives. Of the total 
workmen employed, about 5 per cent. 
were British. 
gangers, overlookers, fitters, crane- 
drivers, and carpenters; but they were 
not able to deal with the general work, 
partly for reasons of climate, and partly 
on account of the prior claims of the 


native workmen from the neighbouring | 


villages. 


Mr. J. WARD: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | 
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whether any representations have been 
made to Messrs. John Aird and Son 
that in performing the work necessary 
for raising the barrage at Assouan a 
fair proportion of British workmen 
should be employed upon that part of 
the work which can only be performed 
by Europeans. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Messrs. Aird are 
themselves a British firm, but I am not 
aware that conditions have been made 
with them as to the nationality of work- 
men. They will no doubt take care that 
competent men are employed, as they 
have done before. But, as His Majesty's 
Government do not pay any part of the 
cost of the work, they clearly are not in 
a position to impose stipulations of the 
kind proposed. 


Shanghai Street Murder. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether his attention has been 
called to the cireumstances under which 
Municipal Police-constable Morrow was 
murdered in the streets of Shanghai on 
11th March whilst trying to prevent a 
burglary and arrest the burglars; and 
whether he will aproach the Chinese 
Government with a view to obtaining 
compensation for the dependent relatives 
of the constable. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The reply to the 
first Question is in the affirmative. His 
Majesty's Government see no grounds in 
this case for claiming compensation from 
the Chinese Government. The murder 
took place in a district where the police 
are those of the European Municipality, 
and not of the Chinese Government. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Is it not the fact 
that the murder took place on the 
border line between British and Chinese 
territory ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Our information 
is that it was in the territory protected 
by the British police. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Will the hon. 
Gentleman inquire if it did not actually 
take place on Chinese territory ? 


Mr, RUNCIMAN: Inquiry has 
already been made and I have given 
the House the result. 
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Mr. LONSDALE asked as to compen- 
ation for the relatives of the murdered 
man. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice should be 


given of that. 


The Congo. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any 
official information to the effect that real 
agreement exists as regards the annexa- 
tion of the Congo to Belgium. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: His Majesty’s 
Government have no other information 
on the subject beyond the announcement 
recently made by the new Belgian Prime 
Minister that his Government are about 
to introduce a measure for the annexation 
of the Congo Free State, and will ask 
Parliament to vote it simultaneously with 
a new law for the future Government of 
the Colony. 

Imperial Trade. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister what practical 
steps it is proposed to take to carry out 
the view of His Majesty’s Government 
as expressed to the Imperial Conference 
on 6th May, 1907, and reported in the 
official summary issued by the Colonial 
Office, that the Empire would be a great 
gainer if much that was now bought from 
foreign countries could be produced and 
purchased within the Empire. 


Tue CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AsquiTH, Fifeshire, E.) : 
Perhaps I may be allowed to answer this 
Question in the absence of the Prime 
Minister, who is meeting Lord Cromer. 
The promotion of inter-Imperial trade by 
any suitable means consistent with the 
special conditions and interests of the 
various parts of the Empire is a matter 
which continues to engage the earnest 
attention of His Majesty’s Government. 
At the present moment I fear I cannot | 
add to this statement. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I want 
to know how the Government is going to 
give effect to this declaration by a| 
very important member of the Ministry. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I am afraid my hon. | 
and gallant friend must possess his soul | 
in patience. 
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Colonial Conference. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask Mr, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, with refer. 
ence to the official report of his address 
to the Colonial Conference, if he can state 
what was the value of manufactures 
imported into this country from British 
Possessions and from the self-governing 
Colonies respectively, in 1905. ‘ 


Mr ARKWRIGHT (Hereford): At 


the same time may I ask Mr. Chancellor 


| of the Exchequer, with reference to the 


official report of his address to the 


| Imperial Conference, if he can state what 


was the value of food, drink, and tobacco 
imported into this country from British 
Possessions and from the self-governing 
Colonies respectively, in 1905. , 


The following Question on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper :— 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON 
(Lanarkshire, N.W.): To Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, with refer. 
ence to the official report of his address 
to the Imperial Conference, if he can state 
what was the value of raw materials 
imported into this country from British 
Possessions and from the self-governing 
Colonies in 1905, respectively. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I dealt in my 
address to the Imperial Conference with 
the Colonial returns of exports from the 
self-governing Colonies to the United 
Kingdom, which show the values at the 
ports of embarkation. Our own import 
statistics show the values as irtported, 
and therefore include the costs incidental 
to sea-transport. They also differ from 
the returns of exports published by self- 
governing Colonies in so far as they do 
not include the great bulk of the diamonds 
imported from Cape Colony, such 
diamonds being not in general declared 
to the Customs on importation. (See 
Annual Statement of Trade of United 
Kingdom with Foreign Countries and 
British Possessions for 1905, Cd. 2928, 


ask 


| Vol. 1, page V. and pages 70 and 71, Note.) 


The values in our returns are those de- 


|clared upon importation, which are not 


the same as those given to the Colonial 
Customs Departments by the exporter, 
and there is also probably some difference 
in the description as between raw 
materials and manufactured articles, 


| owing to the different arrangement of the 
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Colonial returns. The value of our | 
imports of merchandise, calculated as I | 
have explained, which were consigned 
from self-governing Colonies and_ all | 
British Possessions respectively for 1905 | 
are estimated by the Board of Trade to 
be approximately as follows :— 


From From all 
Self- British 
Governing| Posses- 
Colonies. | sions. 


Iinports of 





Million £. 


| 
Million £.| 





Food, Drink, and 
Tobacco . =) Se | d8 
Raw Materials and | 
Articles — mainly | 
unmanufactured -| 32} 52 
Articles wholly — or | 
mainly manufac- | 
tured (including a | 
small quantity of | | 
unclassified articles | | 
and parcels post) - | 54 16} 
71 126} 


Mr. PIKE PEASE asked why the 
Colonial returns had now been taken, 
seeing that that had not been the case 
on previous occasions. 


Mr. ASQUITH said that the reason 
why he adopted the Colonial method was 
because he thought it was right in con- 
sidering the question whether preference 
should be given to take the value of the 
goods at the port of exportation. As 
the figures showed, however, he deliber- 
ately adopted those figures which were 
least favourable to his own argument. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, with refer- 
ence to the official report of his address 
tothe Imperial Conference, whether the 
burden of the Canadian tariff upon; 
United Kingdom produce, as compared 
with United States produce, has been 
progressively altered since 1897 in favour | 
of the United Kingdom. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The ad _ mlorem 
equivalent of the duty actually levied in 
Canada on all imports (including both | 
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free and dutiable goods) from the United 
States since preferential treatment was 
accorded to United Kingdom goods in 
1897 has remained practically stationary 
at 12 or 13 per cent. The ad valorem 
equivalent in the case of goods from the 
United Kingdom declined from about 20 
per cent. prior to 1898-99 to 17 per cent. 
in 1902-3. Since then it has increased to 
19 per cent. I will have the figures for 
each year printed in the votes. I should 
add that we have not yet had sufficient 
experience of the new Canadian tariff to 
determine what change (if any) it will 
produce. 


Questions. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: Arising 
out of that, may I ask whether the differ- 
ence of duty between the United States 
and Canada is not due to the different 
class of the imports—that is to say, to 
the raw material half manufactured, 
chiefly imported from the United States. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I pointed out that 
to the Colonial Conference. 


*Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Padding- 
ton, N.) asked whether it was not the 
case that, wherever the preferential taritt 
of 334 per cent. had been shown to be of 
any de¢ided advantage to British im- 
porters, it had been whittled away by 
subsequent amendments. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I would not say 
that they have been whittled away, but 
the figures are those I have just stated. 


The Finance Bill. 

Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer how far Section 133 of the Act 
of 1842 is referred to or incorporated 
in other enactments; and whether the 
repeal of that section in Clause 23 of the 
Finance Bill is modified in any way bv 
the wording of Clausé 28 and the Third 
Schedule. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The machinery pro- 
vided under Section 133 of the Income- 
Tax Act, 1842, for repayment of tax is 
expressly applied by Section 27 of the 


|Finance Act, 1896, for the purpose of 


the relief from tax given by that section 
to persons chargeable under Schedule B. 
The words in the Third Schedule of the 
Bill modifying the repeal are inserted 


Z 
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only for the purpose of enabling that 
machinery still to be used for that par- 
ticular purpose. The modification of the 
repeal does not in the least affect the 
substantial operation of Clause 23 in 
preventing any relief from tax being 
given in the future under the provisions 
of Section 133. 


Income-Tax Refunds. 


Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if the increase in the 


amount of income-tax refunded, under 
the provisions of Section 133 of the 
Act of 1842, during the years 1904, 
1905, and 1906, is owing to larger 
decreases during those years in the profits 
liable to income-tax, or to a_ larger 
number of income-tax payers becoming 
acquainted with, and taking advantage 
of, the provisions for repayment under 
this section. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The increase is 
mainly due to a fall in profits of coal 
from the abnormally high returns obtained 
in the years 1899-1900. The increased 
activity of repayment agents has also 
contributed, in all probability, to some 
extent. 


Income-Tax on Divided Profits. 

Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, in the case of an earned income 
of over £2,000 from a business belonging 
to a number of persons but which, when 
divided among the several partners, is to 
each partner an income under that sum, 
will the income-tax be charged at 9d. in 
the pound ; and if in first place, a 1s. in 
the pound is charged, will the difference 
be returned. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The Answer to the 
first part of the Question is in the affirma- 
tive. As regards the second part, my hon. 
friend will see, if he refers to Clause 
18 (4) of the Finance Bill, that the pro- 
posal is that the relief must be claimed 
when the partners make their return 
for assessment. 


Exchequer Bonds and Treasury Bills. 

Mr. ANNAN BRYCE (Inverness 
Burghs): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer what amounts of Ex- 
cheqner Bonds and Treasury Bills respec. 
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pectively, were outstanding on 10th May 
1907. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The amounts out- 


standing on that date were :—Exchequer 


Bonds: £18,161,500. Treasury Bills: 
£10,713,000. Particulars of the Ex. 
chequer Bonds were furnished in my 


Answer to the hon. Member for Luton 
on the 9th instant.7 


Marine Biological Association. 

Mr. CATHUART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether the Depart- 
mental Committee on the question of a 
grant to the Marine Biological Association 
has yet been set ; and, if so, who has been 
selected as chairman; and if every care 
will be taken to secure evidence of 
knowledgeable witnesses, 

Mr. RUNCIMAN : The composition 
of the Committee has not yet been deter- 
mined. The selection of witnesses will 
rest with the Committee when appointed. 


Transvaal Loan. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, 
Oswestry): I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister if it will be necessary to intro- 
duce a Bill into this House for the 
purpose of guaranteeing the proposed 
Transvaal loan of £5,000,000; and, if 
not, what opportunity this House will 
have of discussing the proposal. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The Answer is in 


the affirmative. 


Vaccination and Education. 

Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will consider the 
desirability of introducing legislation to 
assimilate the practice with regard to 
compulsory State education to that now 
existing in the case of compulsory State 
vaccination, under which a conscientious 
objection or one fine absolves the parent 
from the consequences of not complying 
with the statute. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I do not see any 
connection in principle between the two 
matters referred to. 


+ See (4) Debates, elxxiv., 344. 
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Trawlers Regulation Bill. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister if he will withdraw the 
Government opposition to the Trawlers’ 
Regulation Bill. 


Mr. ASQUITH: In the opinion of the 
Government this is not a Bill which 
should be read a second time without 
discussion. 


Mr. MORTON: Is it any use trying 
to protect line fishermen if no effort is 
made to compel trawlers to obey the 
law ! 


Mr. ASQUITH: I should think not. 


Dr. RUTHERFORD: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman use his influence with 
he h Member for | fries Burghs 
he pon. Member ior Dumuirles burghs to 
induce him to withdraw his blocking 
Motion and allow the question to be 
discussed next Wednesday ? 


|No Answer was returned. | 


Juvenile Offenders. 

Sir E. SASSOON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, in view of the 
prevalence of crimes committed by boys 
letween the ages of twelve and fifteen, 
he would consider the expediency of 
instituting an inquiry into the working 
and provisions of the Youthful Offenders 
Act. 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLapstonkE, Leeds, W.): The statistics 
of committals to prisons and to reforma 
tory schools suggest a decrease rather 
than an increase in crimes by boys under 
sixteen. It may be that magistrates 
have not made so much use as was 
hoped of some of the provisions of the 
Youthful Offenders Act; but I do not 
think that any formal inquiry into the 
working of the Act is necessary. Magis- 
trates have various means of dealing 
with youthful offenders, and further 
assistance will be put at their disposal by 
the Probation of Offenders Bill now 
before this House, but it must be left to 


the magistrates to decide which is the | 


best method in any given case. 
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Expulsion of Aliens. 

Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
if his attention has been called to 
the cass under the Aliens Act, on 
the &th instant, of the German who 
was expelled from this country under 
a magistrate’s order, but who stated 
at the Thames police court that he 
had not been allowed to remain in 
Germany ; and whether he will take an 
early oportunity of amending the Act in 
the direction of keeping objectionable 
characters and criminals out of the 
country. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I am aware of 
the case referred to. If, as in this 
instance, an alien criminal who has been 
expelled from this country is imprisoned 
as soon as he is found here again, that 
seems to me to be the best protection 
that we can secure. 


Street Betting Act—Effect on Race 
Meetings. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the increase in the 
number of people attending race meetings 
since the passing of the Street Betting 
Act and to the increase in the receipts of 
the continental pari-mutuels since the 
suppression of open betting ; and whether, 
in view of these indications of the effect 
of legislative interference with the 
sporting proclivities of the people, he will 
consider the desirableness of introducing 
legislation with the object of restoring to 
the working clases the opportunities they 
formerly possessed of gratifying such 
proclivities without having recourse to 
continental betting agencies or attending 
race meetings. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have read the 
newspaper cuttings which my hon. friend 
has sent me, but I do not think it desir- 
able to introduce legislation of the kind 
suggested. 


Edalji Case. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether a very considerable amount 
of additional evidence has been received 


Z2 








635 (Questions. 
Edalji case ; and whether he can make 
any statement in regard to the Report of 
the Committee recently appointed. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I can make no 
statement at the moment, but I hope in 
the course of a day or two to lay on the 
Table the Report presented to me by Sir 
A. Wilson and his colleagues with an 
announcement of my decision. 


Dangerous Goods on Railways. 
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if his attention has been 
directed to the fact that, in spite of 
Section 90 of the Metropolitan District 
Railway Company’s Act of 1864, which 
requires the company to run one train 
daily in each direction between High 
Street, Kensington, and Aldgate, at a 
fare not exceeding 1d. for each journey, 
the company, since September, 1906, have 
charged workmen 3d. for the return 


Questions. 





| journey ; and whether he intends to take 
|any action to compel the company to 
| fulfil their statutory obligation in the 
matter. 


Mr. BRUNNER (Lancashire, Leigh) : | 


I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that railway companies 
have recently removed goods to the 
dangerous class which have for years 
been carried at Class 2 rates; and 
whether he will introduce legislation to 
amend 8 and 9 Vic., ¢. 20, s. 105, to 
give a right of appeal from such a 
decision to the Board of Trade or the 
Railway Commissioners. 


THE PRESIDENT or tut BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-GeorGer, Car- 
narvon Boroughs): I do not know what 
goods my hon. friend has in his mind, 
but the only recent complaint that has 
come to the notice of the Board of 
Trade referred to varnishes, which were 
transferred in 1905 to the dangerous 
goods class without, however, as I under- 
stand, raising the rates at which they 
were carried. The section of the Act 
of 1845 to which attention is drawn 
relieves railway companies from the 
obligation to carry goods which, in their 
opinion, are dangerous, but I do not 
gather from the Question that it is 
alleged that the companies have refused 
to carry the goods alluded to. Under 
the Railway Rates Provisional Order 
Confirmation Acts of 1891-2, the rates 
at which dangerous goods are carried 
must be reasonable, and I see no reason 
why these rates could not be challenged 
if desired before the Railway and Canal 
Commission. 


Workre's Fates on the District Rail- 
way: 

Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY: I beg to 

the President of the Board of 


asx 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I must refer 
my hon. friend to the reply given to a 
Question on this subject put by the 
hon. Member for Hoxton on Thursday 
last. 


Duties on Government Stores landed in 
South Africa. 

Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he will state 
the value of Government stores landed 
in South Africa during each of the years 
1904, 1905, and 1906 , and whether the 
South African Governments levied duties, 
and, if so, at what rates, upon these 
stores. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I will have 
such particulars as are available with 
regard to the imports of Colonial Govern- 
ment stores imported into South Africa 
printed in the Votes. No information is 
available in the Colonial Trade Statistics 
as to the value of Imperial Government 
stores imported. No duties are levied on 
Imperial or Colonial Government stores 
on importation into South Africa. 


The particulars referred to are as 
follows :— 


The following statement shows the ap- 
proximate value of Colonial Government 
stores imported into British South Africa 
(so far as the particulars are available) 
in each of the years 1904, 1905, and 
1906 :— 
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Extracted from Colonial Trade Returns. 








Imports into South Africa via Ports in 


Cape of Good Hope - . 5 
Natal - - - . - : (b) 


Transvaal (via Delagoa Bay and | 
Beira) - . - - . - 


1904. 1905. 1906. 
£ £ | F 
1,829,000 | 467,000 610,000 
1,193,000 | 568,000 646,000 


Particujlars not 499,000 
availiable. 


| 





(6) Exclusive of £22,492 imported into Natal 
military purposes, 

Note.—The above figures represent 
the value of the imports of Colonial 
Government stores. Figures fur Imperial 
Government stores are not available. 


Supply of Electricity Bill. 

Mr. HAY MORGAN = (Cornwall, 
Truro): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether it is his 
intention to re-introduce in any form the 
Supply of Electricity Dill, founded on 
the recommendations of the Joint Select 
Committee of 1898 on Electrical Energy. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: TI hope to 
introduce the Bill as soon as I can see a 
reasonable prospect of its being proceeded 
with. 


Colonial Trade and Tariffs. 

Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbarton- 
shire): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he can state 
approximately what was the amount of 
the duties payable in the United King- 
dom on goods coming from Canada, 
Australia, New Zealand, and British 
South Africa, respectively, during 1906 ; 
and what was the amount of the duties 
payable in these Colonies, respectively, 
on goods going there from the United 
Kingdom in the last year for which 
figures are available. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : With regard 
to the first part of the Question I would 
refer the hon. Member to the answer 
given to a somewhat similar question 
which he asked on the 30th ultimo.+ The 
Customs duty collected on imports into 
Canada from the United Kingdom was 








t See (4) Debates, clxxiii., 674. 


as merchandise, but delivered free of duty for 


£2,661,000 in 1905-6. Corresponding 
figures for the other Colonies mentioned 
cannot be given. 


Industrial Insurance. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether his attention 
has been drawn to the way in which 
industrial insurance companies levying 
premiums by small weekly payments 
conduct their business, and the amount 
of dissatisfaction existing amongst the 
poorer classes in consequence ; whether 
he will consider the advisability of ap- 
pointing a Commission or Committee to 
ascertain how far the complaints are 
well founded ; and whether legislation 
or any form of Government control is 
required under the circumstances. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Up to the 
present the Board of Trade have received 
no complaints or information that would 
justify them in appointing a Committee 
for the purposes indicated. If, however, 
the hon. Member will place me in the 
possession of any facts bearing on the 
question that may be within his know- 
ledge I will see that they are carefully 
considered. 


Women on Local Bodies. 

Mr. RADFORD (Islington, E.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board when he proposes to 
introduce the Bill mentioned in the King’s 
Speech enabling women to serve on local 
bodies. 

THE PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
Burns, Battersea): I had proposed to 
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present the Bill to-day, but I have now 
arranged that it shall be introduced 
forthwith in another place. 


Tuberculosis. 

Sm F. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
has considered the resolutions passed at 
the meeting of the National Association 
for the Prevention of Consumption and 


other forms of Tuberculosis, urging 
immediate action in Parliament in 


pursuance of the recommendations on 
the recent Report of tlhe Royal Commis- 
sion on Tuberculosis ; «nd whether he is 
now able to state what steps will be 
taken to give effect to those recommenda- 
tions. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I am aware that 
resolutions have been passed at the 
meeting referred to ; but I have not at 
present received copies of them. The 
recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission relate to matters of much 
moment, and [ am not at present ina 
position to make any definite statement 
with regard to the action which should 
be taken in consequence of them. They 
are, however, receiving my consideration. 


Hammersmith Workhouse. 

*Mr. REES: I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board what 
was the total cost of the construction and 
equipment of the Hammersmith Work- 
house and Infirmary at Wormwood 
Scrubbs. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: According to 
the information at present in my posses- 
sion, the total cost, including the cost of 
the site, has amounted to £261,526. 


*Mr. REES: What is the number of 
paupers to be accommodated and the cost 
per bed 1 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The number of 
paupers to be accommodated is 780, and 
the cost per bed is £335. 


Mr. CROOKS: Where's Poplar after 
that ? 


*Mr. REES: Who 


guardians ? 


guards the 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: At this moment 


I am doing my best in that direction. 


British Museum Contract. 

Mr. J. WARD: I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether he has 
any information as to the sub-letting of 
the scaffolding by Messrs. Waring and 
Company in the contract for alterations 
at the British Museum; whether sub- 
letting and piece-work is prohibited hy 
the terms of their contract ; and, if so, 
what action, if any, it is proposed to take 
in the matter. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Laneashire, 
Rossendale): I have made careful 
inquiries in this matter and I find that 
the scaffolding has not been sublet nor 
does piece-work enter into the arrange- 
ments in regard to it. 


Canadian Live Cattle Trade 
Sir F. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest 
wich): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for South Somerset, as representing the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the speech of the right hon. Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier, at the Colonial Conference, in 
which he is reported to have said that 
Canada resented the prohibition of the 
importation of Canadian live cattle as an 
injustice; and whether the Minister 
of Agriculture proposes to introduce 
legislation to restore to the Board the 
discretionary powers exercised by them 
prior to the Act of 1896, so that Canadian 
live cattle may be admitted under 

proper inspection and regulations. 


THe TREASURER or tne HOUSE. 
HOLD (Sir EpwarD StRACHEY, Somer- 
setshire, S.): My noble friend has read 
the speech to which my hon. friend 
refers, and he will of course give most 
respectful consideration to the representa- 
tions made by Sir Wilfrid Laurier on 
behalf of the Canadian Government. 
The Act of 1896 is, as my hon. friend 
probably knows, applicable to all cattle 
brought from beyond the seas, and has 
no special reference to the Dominion of 
Canada. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: Is that 
speech properly attributed to Sir Wilfrid 


| Laurier ? 
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Sir EDWARD STRACHEY : I cannot | 


add anytthing to my Answer. 


Sir F. CAWLEY: 
Times. 


Wiltshire Swine Fever Order. 


MR, 
beg to ask the hon. Member for South | 


Somerset, as representing the President | 


of the Board of Agriculture, whether his | 
attention has been called to the fact that 
the effect of the Wiltshire Swine Fever 
Order of 1997, in so far as it limits the | 


movements of swine for breeding pur- | 
cause the greatest incon- | 


poses, is to 
venience to all engaged in the industry 
of pig breeding ; whether a resolution of 
the committce of the Wilts County 
Council concerned with the administra- 
tion of the Diseases of Animals Acts has 
been received by the Board, pointing out 
the inconvenience caused by the Order 


and strongly urging the reduction in the | 


period of time necessary before a removal 
order is granted for breeding purposes, 
from twenty-eight to twenty days; and 
whether, in view of the almost prohibi- 
tive effect which the present Order is 
causing on pig breeding, owing to the 
operation of natural causes which govern 
the industry, he will consider the possi- 
bility of making the reduction asked for. 


Sin EDWARD STRACHEY: We 
have given very careful consideration to 
the resolution to which my hon. friend 
refers, but in view of the serious increase 
of swine fever both in Wiltshire and in the 
surrounding counties during the present 
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year we should not at present be justified | 


in giving increased facilities for the 


movement of swine for breeding purposes, | 


proceeding which is always attended 
with special danger so far as the spread- 
ing of disease is concerned. We fully 
recognise, however, the inconvenience 
and loss which the regulations entail, and 
we shall be very glad indeed to relax 
them at the earliest possible moment 
consistent with safety. 


Scottish Parochial Relief Census. 

Mr. ESSLEMONT (Aberdeen, §.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether a census of persons in receipt of 
parochial relief in Scotland has been 
taken ; and, if so, will he state the total 
number and how many are between the 
ages of sixteen and sixty. 
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THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Sinciarr, Forfarshire): Such a 


census was taken at 3lst March, 1906, 


I took it from The | for the information of the Royal Com- 


mission on the Poor Laws, and it is 
| within their discretion to publish it in 
| their Report. 


ROGERS (Wiltshire, Devizes) : I | 


Close Time for Lobsters. 

Mr. J. DEWAR (Inverness): I beg 
| to ask the Secretary for Scotland if he 
| has received a memorial from a body of 
| fishermen on the West Coast of Scotland 
| asking that a close time for lobster 
fishing may be established ; and if he is 
prepared favourably to consider this 
request. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Ihave received the 
memorial which was sent me by my hon. 
friend. The question was very fully con- 
sidered in 1905, and it was then decided 
to make no change in existing policy and 
practice ; and in view of the short lapse 
of time since the matter was inquired 
into, there does not appear any justifica- 
tion for modifying the conclusions then 
arrived at. 


Scotti th Education Financial Reports. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire): | 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether, seeing that the delay in the 
publication of the accountant’s Annual 
Reportsto the Scottish Education Depart- 
ment renders those Jteports practically 
valueless except as historical records, he 
will endeavour to arrange that they be 
published at least within eight or nine 
months after the expiry of the year to 
which they relate. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: School Boards are 
allowed by statute to Ist January in 
each year for sending in their accounts 
for the financial year ending 15th May 
preceding. Notwithstanding that every 
effort is made by the Department to get 
these accounts submitted at an earlier 
date than the statutory one, many school 
boards delay sending in their accounts 
till after the prescribed date, even into 
the months February and March. In 
these circumstances, it will he seen that 
the delay in the publication of the ae- 
countant’s Annual Report is not attribu- 
table to the accountant, but is due to the 





delay of school boards in forwarding 
their accounts to him. 
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Irish Council Bill. 

Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): I beg 
to ask the Prime Minister whether, in 
view of the far-reaching effect of the new 
Trish Council Bill, he will undertake to 
allow the fullest possible discussion of 
its details through all its stages in this 
House. 


Mr. ASQUITH: There will be the 
fullest opportunity for the discussion of 
this Bill that may be consistent with the 
requirements of the business of the 
House. 


CAPTAIN CRAIG: Will the Govern- 
ment not take into consideration the far- 
reaching effect of this Bill and see that 
proper time is given for the fullest dis- 
cussion, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is the same 
question put in other words. 


{COMMONS} 








Tullamore Whisky Frauds. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH: I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether it is intended to prosecute any 
person under the criminal law in connec- 
tion with the whisky frauds at Tullamore ; 
can he say who was or were the person 
or persons who profited by said frauds, 
and the estimated amount of such profit ; 
and has anything been recovered from 
him, her, or them as the result of civil 
proceedings. 





Mr. ASQUITH: There is not at 
present sufficient evidence to warrant a 
prosecution under the criminal law. 
The second part of the Question relates 
to matters in regard to which I have at | 
present no definite information. Nothing 
as yet has been recovered as the result 
of the civil proceedings. 


BUSINESS OF ''HE HOUSE. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
asked as to the Supply to be taken next 
Thursday, and on the two days after the 


holidays ? 


Mr. ASQUITH asked that the latter 
part of the Question should be deferred 
till the next day. With regard to the 
first part he said that on Thursday the 
Government proposed to take Votes 13, 


| most careful and 





14, 18, and 19 of Class I. of the Civil 


and Political Funds. 644 


Service Estimates, and the Vote for the 
nun-effective and charitable services, 


PUBLIC COMPANIES AND POLITICAL 
FUNDS. 


CoroneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing) asked leave of the House to make a 
statement on a personal matter. He 
recalled that on 19th March, speaking 
on the London and North- Western 
Railway Bill, he stated that in the past 
the board had not contributed 1s. to any 
political fund. The hon. Member for 
Denbigh District challenged that. state- 
ment and declared that the directors had 
subscribed to the Free Labour Association 
for the purpose of agitating in favour of 
contracting - out of the Employers’ 
Liability Bill. He repeated his state- 
ment, and the hon. Member for Denbigh 
again asserted that the company had 
given 25 guineas to the Free Labour 
Association. On 25th April, he told the 
House that, having mace the most 
minute and careful inquiries, he could 
not find the least trace of the company 
ever having given, directly or indireetly, 
any money to this association, and he 
thereupon asked the hon. Member to 
withdraw his statement. The hon. 
Member replied that he had made the 
exhaustive inquiries 
inte the evidence on which his statement 
was based, and had come to the conclusion 
that the evidence as to the accuracy of the 
statement was overwhelming. He added 
that he had traced the whereabouts of 
John Sennett, the founder and secretary 
of the Free Labour Association, and that 
he had a sworn statement from that 
person, which he read to the House. 
It was left to the House to infer that he 
had made a statement which was, to put 
it mildly, inaccurate. The majority in 
that House had been invariably generous 
in accepting his statements, and he was 
anxious to prove to the House that the 
statement he made was not only true, 
but that it was not in any way 
misleading. He had never, up to 
that time heard anything of Mr. 
Sennett, or of Mr. Ellis, who was 
alleged to have paid this money to the 
Free Labour Association on behalf of the 
company. But he thought it was due to 
the House to know the character of the 
man whose sworn statement the hon. 
Member for Denbigh asked the House to 
accept in contradiction of his statement. 
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He had been convicted six times either | 
in his own name or in another name. | 


- ‘ , 
[The right hon. Gentleman gave the | 
particulars of fhe convictions. ] 


He ventured to ask the House whether 
the evidence of a man of that kind ought | 
to be put forward in contradiction of the | 
statement he had made. He had also an | 
atlidavit of William Ellis. | 

(The right hon, Gentleman read the | 
terms of the affidavit, in the course of | 
which Mr. Ellis said—“T repudiate the 
statement made by John Sennett to the 
effect that he received £25 or any sum | 
whatever from the London and North- | 
Western Railway Company or from the | 
Mutual Insurance Society of the company, | 
or from any section of their employees. | 
It is a deliberate falsehood on the part of 
Mr. Sennett tomake any such statement. ” | 


In the face of these facts, he asked the 
hon. Member whether he did not think | 
the House ought to believe the statement | 


he had made on two previous occasions ? 


Mr. CLEMENT EDWARDS (Den- | 
high District) said he would like to | 
repeat what he said on the last occasion, | 
that he had no intention whatever of 
reflecting on the personal accuracy or | 
the personal honour of the right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman. He thought | 
he had made it perfectly plain on the | 
previous occasion that the affidavit which | 
was handed to him by a solicitor and_ his | 
inquiries were two perfectly independent 
matters. He had a report of Mr. Ellis’s | 
speech which appeared in the official 
gazette of the National Free Labour 
Association and in which he stated that 
he represented the London and North- 
Western Insurance Society. He had a 
great mass of information, such infor- | 


mation as he believed would convince the | 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman that | 
his (Colonel Lockwood’s) information | 
was not correct and that his own in-| 
formation was correct. It was not a | 
question of the personal accuracy of | 
either of them. The right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman had been supplied 
with certain information; he (Mr. 
Edwards) had been supplied with 
certain information. He did not know 
whether he should trouble the House 
with it in detail, but he would 
like to know whether there was any 
machinery by means of which the whole 
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of the information could be laid before 
an independent Committee which might 
see on which side accuracy lay in this 
matter. But with regard to the state- 


/ ment of the right hon. and gallant 


Gentleman, if he had said anything 
which seemed to convey, by the merest 
suggestion, any reflection on his personal 
accuracy, or his personal honour, he 
absolutely and unhesitatingly withdrew 
1t. 


LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS BILL. 


Reported, with an Amendment, from 
Standing Committee A. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 153.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
153.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Wednesday, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 192.] 


AUSTRALIAN STATES CONSTITUTION 
BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 27th May, 
and to be printed. [Bill 193.] 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
Frederick Leverton Harris, esquire, 
for the Parliamentary Borough of the 
Tower Hamlets (Stepney Division.) 


LAND VALUES (SCOTLAND). 


Tne LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. THOMAS 
SHaw, Hawick Burghs), in asking leave 


| to introduce a Bill for the ascertainment 


of land values in Scotland, said the 
provisions of the Bill were of the 
simplest character, so simple as to 
prompt the hope that it would be treated 
as non-controversial. He might explain 
at once that the Bill was not a rating 
measure. Its provisions were concerned 
with valuation alone, and indeed it was 
expressly laid down that until Parlia- 
ment otherwise determined, no person 
should be liable to be taxed or rated 
in respect of the entry prescribed by this 
Act. The Bill derived much of its 
simplicity from being founded upon the 
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existing law and practice in Scotland. It 
might assist the House and help it to 
understand the measure if he endeavoured 
in brief to explain what the law and 
practice was. In Scotland there had 
been since 1854, in every county or 
borough, a uniform system of valuation 
founded upon the system of annual rental, 
or upon the estimate of what the subject 
matter of the agreement would let for, 
one year with another. The valuation 
was an annual one. Its cash was pro- 
vided for by the rates, collected in the 
poor rate, and it was conducted by a 
body of assessors who were men of 
experience, skill, and capacity, and who 
formed along with their staff, locally 
and nationally, an instrument of ac- 
knowledged efficiency. By these men 
and their staff the valuation rolls were 
made up. In the early stages, these 
rolls contained five columns, viz., for 
the subject, the proprietor, the tenant, 
the occupier, and the.yearly rental valua- 
tion. Very soon, however, it was dis- 
covered that the valuation roll might be 
useful for national purposes, by the inser- 
tion of further columns. Thus, under the 
County Voters Registration Act, 1861, 
Chapter 83, there was inserted a further 
column of feu-duties and ground values 
affecting the subject. Then in 1884, 
under the Representation of the People 
Act, 45 Vie. e. 3, two further columns 
were also inserted of inhabitant occupiers, 
who might be claimants under the service 
franchise. The annual valuation rolls 
formed the statutory basis of all assess- 
ment, and in later years had formed the 
statutory basis of enrolment for the 
franchise, and it might be said, without 
hesitation, that the scheme of the system 
1ad_ worked throughout the whole of 
Scotland with complete smoothness, 
precision and efficiency. It had never 
been repealed, it had several times 
been added to by Act of Parliament 
to the public advantage, and so the 
early plan of amplifying the valuation 
roll by the formation of  addi- 
tional columns was the plan which had 
been adopted in this Bill. An additional 
column was to be made containing 
entries under the heading of “Capital 
Land Values.” In this column, and 
opposite each entry therein, would appear 
a statement of the capital Jand value of 
the subject, while the mechanism was 
the familiar and simple one he had 
described. The Government were well 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


{COMMONS} 
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aware of the importance of the addition 
which the Bill prescribed. The fact was 
that the basis of the annual return had 
been found in many cases to be a 
misleading guide to actual valuation. In 
some cases land was unoccupied, in others 
it was occupied by a return totally out 
of proportion to the return which reason- 
able use of the subject would yield, 
There were also, as the House well knew, 
amazing discrepancies between the value 
for assessment and the value for transfer, 
There was the consciousness that the 
difference had been largely created by 
the enterprise of the community ; and 
there was finally the need of dissevering 
from land, as a basis for assessment. the 
buildings and structural improvements 
thereon, and so far encouraging instead of 
discouraging the latter. When he added 
that there were disputed propositions with 
regard to almost every item of this 
catalogue, the House would recognise the 
importance of the first step being con- 
fined to valuation alone. Section 1 of 
the Bill accordingly provided for the 
column and the entries mentioned, and 
the second section modified the existing 
Valuation Acts, giving powers to call for 
particulars applicable to capital value in 
the same sense as the existing section 
applied to annual value. There was the 
same duty upon the proprietor of making 
areturn. The definitions to which much 
importance might naturally be attached 
were contained in the third section 
and would appear fu'ly in the text 
of the Bill. “Capital land value” 
was in the Bill simply what the land 
might be expected to realise in the 
open market if divested of improve- 
ments thereon. The feasibility of the 
valuation had been proved by witnesses 
of the highest standing, and as to the 
risk of under-valuing which would always 
be put forward in such cases, although the 
Bill was not an assessing or a rating Bill, 
still the entries which would be adjusted 
after returns were made by the pro- 
prietors, would be public facts, and no 
doubt proprietors would be fully alive to 
the consideration that Parliament would 
be entitled to note these facts as a basis 
not alone for possible assessment but for 
purposes-of transfer. The Bill did not 
apply to the lands and heritages falling to 
be valued by the assessors of railways and 
canals; in this respect it followed 
the recommendations of two Parliamen- 
tary inquiries. Both Parties in the State, 
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as indeed that day’s Order Paper showed, 
ssemed not unnaturally to be engaged in 
the same search, viz., for the broadening 
of the basis of taxation, and both parties 
would admit that it should be sought for 
without recklessness and-with caution 
and care. It was in that spirit that he 
asked the House to give the Bill a first 
reading. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to provide for the ascertainment of 


land values in Scotland.”"—(7he Lord 
Advocate.) 
Mr. A. BALFOUR (City of Lon- 


don) said the right hon. Gentleman 
had made it quite clear, with his usual 
candour, that this Bill, although it 
might be merely a valuation Bill, 
was a Bill the whole interest of which 
was derived from the subsequent 
legislation which he hoped to be able 
to found upon it; and it would be, of 
course, quite impossible for the House, 
when it discussed the Bill upon the 
Second Reading, to forget that it was 
part of a general policy. On_ that 
general policy he did not propose now 
to say anything, but he would remind 
the Lord Advocate that if it could be 
shown that any scheme based on the 
taxation of land values really involved 
taxing twice for local purposes the same 
subject that would be a form of public 
spoliation ; and that if it involved any- 
thing in the nature of the breaking of cun- 
tracts in regard to town property between 
the man who had feued land and the man 
from whom it was feued that would 
be in the nature of public spoliation. 
he cost of the operation would be 
very great, and he hoped the Lord 
Advocate would give some estimate 
hefore the Second Reading of what 
he thought that cost would be. The 
distinction between the house and 
the land upon which it was_ built, 
and the additional value given to 
the land and house together by the 
work of the community, was not a value 
which could by any possibility and by 
any common sense be divided between 
the land and house. It was true that the 
land being built on, the land might grow 
or fallin value through no effort on the 
part of the owner. But whether it rose 
or teli in value, they rose together as one 
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‘industrial subject or fell as one industrial 
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subject. The Lord Advocate must 
expect to find that, notwithstanding any 
doctrine he might oppose to the contrary, 
the Bill would be subjected to very 
critical examination. How he was to get 
a fair system of valuation without dealing 
with the railways was a matter on 
which he did not dwell now. He 
was aware the right hon. Gentleman 
had behind him on this subject the 


authority of a Select Committee of 
this House, but he would find that 
this was a first step in a_ policy 


which was to make it impossible for the 
owner of land to make such an arrange- 
ment with the feuer or hirer of land in 
Scotland as should relieve the owner of 
all liability for rates, while depriving the 
owner of all possible increase in the 
valuation in the land. If the Lord 
Advocate’s policy was to make that ar- 
rangement impossible he would inflict 
a perfectly unnecessary grievance upon a 
very large boly of owners and investors. 
Any such inequitable interference with 
the ownership of land must have the 
effect of injuring the community at large, 
and of benefiting nobody. Whether the 
right hon. Gentleman thought he had 
found an El Dorado of taxation by which 
municipal rating might be materially 
lowered he did not now question, but he 
wholly disbelieved this was an El] Dorado. 
He did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
man would get, even by “the most reput- 
able method of using this new valuation, 
all he expected, and if he did not tax the 
same subject twice he did not think he 
would get anything out of it. But that 
would be a subject for future examination. 
He really rose to point out that the 
Government were again embarking on 
a question of extreme difficulty which 
touched very nearly great interests, 
and affected adversely large masses 
of property invested by insurance com- 
panies, on behalf of every class of the 
community, and he did not think they 
were more likely to be successful in this 
new venture, than, so far as he could 
judge, they were in the ventures on which 
they had already embarked. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the 
Lord Advocate, Mr. Sinclair, and Mr. 
Solicitor-General for Scotland. 
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LAND VALUES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“To provide for the ascertainment 

of Land Values in Scotland,” presented | 

accordingly, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Monday, 
27th May, and to be printed. [Bill 194.| 


Finance 


FINANCE BILL. 


1COMMONS} 


Pill. 652 
| needs, and, in a large measure, to meet 
the very purposes it was created to serve, 
What is the position that is disclosed by 
: the Chancellor of the Exchequer? — It js 
that, after two prosperous years he finds an 
inelasticity in the revenue which is cer. 
tainly, to use his own words, “in some 


| respects disappointing.” I made, not 
| when the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
'made his Budget speech last year, 


Order for Second Reading read ; 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the Bill be now read a second | 
time.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestershire, E.) rose to move, “ That, 
in the opinion of this House, the financial 
needs of the country, as disclosed in the 

3udget statement of Mr, Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, require that the basis of | 
taxation should be broadened, in order 
that the anomalies and hardships in- 
separable from the present high rate of 
particular taxes may be diminished, the 
revenue necessary for the public service 
and for social reform raised with fairness 
to ali classes of the community, and our 
fiscal system adapted to the present 
condition of national and imperial 
trade.’ He said that the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer, in making his 
sudget statement, took a somewhat 


unusual, but, if I may say so, a very 
commendable course when, instead of 
confining his survey to the results of the 
past year, or the needs and the prospects 
of the present year, he invited the House 
to take a wider horizon, to look further 
ahead and to see what our prospects were, 
as far forward as the Government or the 
House of Commons could be expected to 
foretell. We accepted that invitation. 
We have made that survey to the best 
of our ability and the Motion standing in 
my name on the Paper is the result of the 
consideration we have given to the 
matter. That Motion, like the statement 
of the right hon. Gentleman, is of a wider 
scope than these Motions usually are. It 
is not intended to embody a_ particular 
fact, or merely to indicate objections to 
individual proposals which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has made. It is an 
appeal to the House and the country | 
to consider whether the time has not 
come for a complete revision of our fiscal 
system in order to suit it to the needs of 
to-day. In our opinion the present sys- | 
tem has ceased to be adequate to those | 


but at a later period, when I had 
returned to the House of Commons, 
a criticism of his Budget statement, 
and said that he had under-estimated 
his revenue for the present year. | 
make this confession, that if I was 
right verbally I was wrong in spirit— 
the Estimates I thought were inaccurate 
have been painfully accurate. The sur- 
plus is due to circumstances on which the 
right hon. Gentleman has no right to 
count, and on the recurrence of which he 
cannot base future expectations. In 
spite of good trade our taxation on articles 
of consumption has shown no elasticity. 
And as to the expansion of the income- 
tax, I doubt very much whether the 
whole of that is to be attributed to 
increased wealth in the country. Some 
portion of it is; but even then it does 
not prove that that wealth is well or 
advantageously distributed from the point 
of view of the nation as a whole. I 
doubt whether the expansion of the 
income-tax in recent years is at all a 
fair measure of the growth of the wealth 
of the country. Owing to circumstances 
the collection of the tax has become much 
more exact and, I may say, exacting. A 
great portion of the revenue which 
formerly could not be collected at the 
source can now be and is collected at the 
source, and as commercial activity pro- 
gresses the tendency of private con- 
cerns to be turned into public limited 
companies continues. A larger and larger 
portion of income is now earned under 
circumstances which enable the tax 
collector to ascertain the full extent of 
it and to secure its full contribution 
to the revenue. The expansion of the 
national income, such as it has been this 
year, has been mainly due to accidental 
circumstances. It has been due to the 
number of very rich men who have died 
and the extraordinary demand for the 
coinage of silver. We cannot expect, 
that to continue or to be repeated year 
in and year out. We can expect, and 
I do expect,! some expansion in our 
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present duties following on the con- 
tinuance of good trade, but I do not 
believe that the resources on which we at 
resent draw are sufficient for our great 
and growing needs. Our expenditure 
increases out of all proportion to the 
yield of our present taxation, and for al- 
most the first time in our financial history 
we have a Chancellor of the Exchequer 
coming to this House and declaring, after 
two properous years, that not only is he 
unable to make any remission of taxation 
now, but that, having regard to the 
demands which he sees coming on him in 
the course of the next few years, he 
cannot consent to deal with his surplus, 
great as the apparent surplus is, in such a 
way as to involve any permanent diminu- 
tion of revenue of a substantial character. 
Accordingly we have no remission of 
taxation, though we have some read- 
justments of taxation, upon which I will 
speak later ; but putting them at their 
brightest and their best, they are not a 
relief to the taxpayer, but a transference 
of the burden from one set of shoulders to 
another. But that is not all. I remember 
aspeech which, owing to circumstances, I 
have not been able to look up, and there- 
fore [ cannot give the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s exact words, which the right 
hon. Gentleman made in Scotland in 
the course of the last electoral campaign, 
in which he dealt seriatim with all the 
principal taxes except those on alcohol, 
and declared that each of them was too 
high and ought to be reduced, and that 
it would be the duty of the right hon. 


Gentleman and his friends to reduce 
them. What progress had we made? 


We have taken a penny off tea, with, [ am 
afraid, very little advantage to the con- 
sumer, That is the sum total of the reduc- 
tion that has been made. But that is not 
all that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
put before the country at that time as 
his task. The right hon. Gentleman said, 
and has repeated many times since, and 
insisted upon it, that one of the primary 
duties of the Government was to restore 
the credit of thecountry. I have already 
admitted to the right hon. Gentleman, 
and I stand by the admission, that I 
think a great many of the criticisms on 
the credit of the country are grossly 
exaggerated, and unfair both to him and 
to his predecessors; but although our 
credit stands higher than that of any other 
Power, as measured by the price of 
Consols, I agree with him that there is 
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urgent reason for bettering our credit 
still further. Our credit is not merely 
the price which the obligations which we 
have already issued stand at in the 
market ; our credit is also our power to 
borrow in the market again should the 
emergency arise. Although it can be 
shown that Consols at their present price 
are comparatively as high as they were 
in most previous years, when they paid 
3 per cent., who will say what price they 
would fall to if for any reason it was 
necessary for the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer now to make great demands 
on the money market? We, therefore, 
cannot measure our credit by the price 
of Consols. You have something much 
more intangible, something which you 
cannot put into figures in the same way, 
something which must be matter of grave 
and anxious speculation to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, namely, his resources 
should an emergency come upon us. His 
resources for such an emergency are not 
adequate either in the state of our 
credit or taxation. There is not a 
sufficient margin in the taxes as long 
as they stand at their present level. 
There is not sufficient margin in our 
borrowing power as long as our credit 
does not stand higher than at present. 
That goes far to make good my case that 
our present resources are too narrow. But 
that is not all. It has become a common- 
place of our political discussions, and is 
now admitted by both sides, that a 
multitude of prophecies, forecasts made 
at the time when our present system was 
instituted, have not been fulfilled. I 
am not here to say that the forecast 
that not an acre of wheat should go 
out of cultivation was an unreasonable 
forecast at the time it was made, or that 
enlightened men should not honestly 
believe it, but that forecast has proved 
false ; the forecast that our agriculture 
would always enjoy a natural protection 
of 10s. per quarter, that our competitors 
would be forced within five years to 
follow our example or be ruined by not 
doing so, is now gone. But there is 
something else equally important which 
has not been recognised, namely, that 
the fiscal system then established was 
part of a considered whole, and that it is 
the only part of that considered whole 
which now remains extant in our political 
or national life. The fiscal system then 
established was intimately associated with 
the idea that we ought to have and 
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needed only small Budgets, that our 
national expenditure would be on a small 
scale. It was intimately connected with 
the hope and expectation that free trade, 
or free imports, as adopted by us, would 
subsequently be adopted by other nations, 
and that arising from the free flow of 
commerce a new millennium would 
shortly be on us, in which armaments 
would be reduced, war would cease, and 
the only rivalry between nations would 
be of a peaceful and friendly character. 
It was intimately associated with the 
idea that the self-governing dominions 
would manage their own affairs in- 
dependently of us, and that if we could 
not rid ourselves of the obligations we 
had incurred in respect of many 
dependencies, we would at least be care- 
ful to take no fresh obligations of that 
kind upon us. Every one of these ex- 
pectations has been falsified by the event, 
and not merely falsified by the event, 
but they are no longer the aspirations of 
any considerable body of citizens among 
us [“ Oh.” 


Mr. MADDISON (Burnley) : Is it not 
an aspiration to desire peace ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Yes, I was not speaking of such aspira- 
tions ; I was referring to the other part 
of my observations. I take the question 
of peace and armaments. The Prime 
Minister is sanguine, or was sanguine, 
that he might induce the Conference of 
the Powers to put some limit on the 
growth of armaments. I am afraid that 
he has not a very bright prospect before 
him. Be that as it may, does any Mem- 
ber believe that we shall ever again see 
the expenditure of the nations on arma- 
ments, I will not say less than when 
our fiscal system was adopted, but any- 
thing approaching that figure? No; 
they are, and they will remain, far in 
excess of anything that was contemplated 
at that time. And in other spheres all 


the tendency of public opinion, all the | 


progress of legislation, makes it impossi- 
ble that we should return to the narrow 
Budgets of the Forties, Fifties, and 
Sixties. ‘lhe policy of Free Traders at 
that time was a consistent whole ; it was 
a policy of laissez faire throughout ; they 
wished to restrict Government inter- 
ference and action within the narrowest 
limits. With the single exception of the 
chon.. Member for Preston, possibly 
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supported by my hon. friend the junior 
Member for the City of London—who, 
after all, I think, is not wholly beyond 
suspicion—there is not an advocate 
of that policy in the House of Commons, 
We are constantly demanding increased 
action on the part of the State. I believe 
we rightly demand it. Yes; but it costs 
money; you cannot have the State 
interfering in the business, the lives, the 
safety, the health, the happiness, the 
food, every detail of daily life of millions 
of our people, unless you are prepared 
also for great expenditure on the part of 
the State on officials, who must be 
reasonably well paid, if you are to have 
men of the competence and independence 
necessary to the proper discharge of 
their duties. What is the result? 
Between 1846 and 1849 the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had to budget for an 
annual expenditure of £50,000,000; 
between 1880 and 1886 the amount had 
risen from £68,000,000 to £75,000,000, 
In 1895 the annual expenditure had 


still further risen to £86,000,000. 
I have chosen the periods when a 
Liberal Government was going out 
of office, in order that I might 


not be open to the retort that these 
figures are the result of the Tory or 
Unionist extravagance. I well remember 
Mr. Gladstone’s denouncing the swollen 
Budgets of £80,000,000 and, unless 
my memory serves me ill, he foretold 
to the House that such large budgets 
would break down the system of taxation 
which our fathers had established.  To- 
day, instead of a budget of £80,000,000 
you have a budget of £140,000,000. 
Instead of a prospect of a reduction, we 
have had, as we all of us can see, an in- 
crease going on for years. It may be said 
that there is now not a prospect of redue- 
tion but a prospect of steady increase. 
You may cut off expenses here and there. 
You have done something to cut down 
expenditure on the Army. That means 
cutting down the number of men you have 
available in the active forces of the Crown; 
yet it was hon. Gentlemen opposite who, 
with such a light heart, cut down those 
forces to-day, were the first to condemn 
the late Government when they sent to 
South Africa more men than any Govern- 
ment had ever pretended to be able to 
send abroad and still had not enough to 
meet the crisis which had arisen. You 
have cut down the Navy, though in so 
doing you say that our naval strength—a 
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hope, which I trast, is rightly entertained 
—will not bs reduced. But that process 
cannot go on. If you want to make 
further reductions there will be a 
cutting down of the shipbuilding _ pro- 
gamme, and that will be undermining | 
the future nival supremacy of the 
country. Then there is the question of 
education. There is no Party in the 
House who think it in the least possible | 
to reduce expenditure on education ; and | 
I believe each Party, and almost every | 
individual looks forward to a still larger 
expenditure upon it, Then comes the 
whole series of social reforms, to the 
importance of which both Parties are | 
equally alive though we may differ as to 
the means and solutions which ought to | 
be adopted. Temperance reform, land | 
reform, housing reform, old age pensions, 
all cost money, and you cannot carry 
them out with other people’s money. 
You may speculate on behalf of the State 
in land at the expense of the landlords, | 
but that between private individuals 
would be called robbery. You might 
promote temperance reform at the expense 
of individuals who, under legal encourage- 
ment and sanction, have vested their 
earnings in the licensed trade. But that, 
tov, is wrong ; it is not only robbery, but | 
it is killing the goose that lays the | 





golden eggs. What is your object | 
in temperance reform? ‘The — ob- | 
ject of many, I think, is to hit the | 


brewer or to injure the publican; | 
but that is not the object, I would fain 
believe, of hon. Gentlemen opposite. | 
Their object is to reduce drinking. But the 
drink taxes have been in the past one of the | 
mainstays of jour revenue, and even now 
they are one of the largest sources from | 
which we draw money for our national | 
expenditure. You are in the right to | 
encourage temperance. You will be in| 
the right if you encourage it on fair | 
terms, and, as far as sacritices are neces- | 
sary, if you exact those sacrifices from | 
the community and not from individuals. | 
Be under no misapprehension as to what 
you are doing. Just in proportion as 


you are successful in reducing the 
consumption of drink, so you are 
destroying the equilibrium of the| 


Chancellor of the Exchequer’s Budget. 
We find that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has pledged — perhaps he 
objects to the word “ pledged ”—has held | 


out hopes of the establishment of a system | 
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of old age pensions upon a plan which is 
the most costly of any that can be devised. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean has referred to my 
having expressed a desire for a contribu- 
tory scheme. I am not ashamed of that 
view. I hold it still. I think that a 
scheme which recognises the principle 
embodied in our Compensation Acts, and 
which, carrying it a step further, recog- 
nises that a trade must not only contri- 
bute to those engaged in it during sick- 
ness or accident, but must also contribute 
to them in old age, is on a sounder basis 
than that proposed by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. If you recognise the obliga- 
tion of the individual, if you reduce within 
manageable limits the contribution which 
you have to exact from the State, I 
believe that you would be within 
measurable distance of a practical scheme 


of old age pensions. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer takes the most 
costly scheme. He expects to make 
a great saving in Poor Law ex- 
penditure, but the President of the 
Local Government Board does not. He 


told us the other day that whatever 
scheme of old age pensions we had, our 
Poor Law expenditure would be very 
little reduced. I agree with what he 
said. But the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, as I gather, hopes also to limit 
the initial cost of the scheme by some age 
rule, or some other exclusion. I venture 
to say that the establishment of a system 
of old age pensions begining at the age of 
seventy-five, or any age like that, would 
be a mockery. You have to contemplate, 
in laying the foundations, the whole 
problem; you have to contemplate so 
building up your scheme that you 
will include the whole. In passing, | 
desire to protest against one form of 
exclusion which appears to be con- 
templated by the Government. I[ was 
not here when the President of the Local 
Government Board spoke last Friday ; I 
was not able to be here; but he repeated 
his references to the number of people 
who were getting old age pensions from 
friendly societies and trade unions. 
I say that it would be not merely 
a mockery but a scandal to exclude from 
the benefits of a State scheme those 
people who have by their own thrift 
contributed something to provide for 
themselves in old age. If that was not 
the meaning—and I do not know at all 
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whether it was or not—of his reference | 
to these societies, then I cannot under- 
stand why he introduced that at all, at 
that moment, into the discussion. Old | 
age pensions, on a broad scheme, if it 
costs you anything, will cost you from 
£20,000,000 to £30,000,000. What has 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer got 
towards that sum? He has put by, or 
ear-marked, £2,250,000, which he means, 
or rather meant to keep as a nest egg for 
next year. Ah! but how our hopes may 
be disappointed. On the £2,250,000 his 
colleagues are already laying greedy 
hands. The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
has taken £650,000 as a beginning, in 
order that the Irish people may not lose 
the valuable opportunity of receiving 
education in habits of dignity, self- 
restraint, and self-government. I should 
be sorry to put any obstacle in the way 
of their education in those desirable 
directions. We have always been told 
that English government in Ireland was 
extravagant and costly. But here is the 
Government trying to establish an Irish 
Council to do the business which the 
British Government has hitherto done, 
and the Irish Council cannot even be 
launched on its path without being given 
£650,000 a year more than the 
British Government has ever spent. 
Under these circumstances the outlook 
for the taxpayer is not pleasant. His 
taxes have to remain where they are, 
and all we can look forward to is the 
placing of additional burdens upon the 
shoulders of the direct taxpayer through 
the taxing of land or an increase in the 
death duties or the income-tax, or addi- 
tional burdens upon the indirect taxpayer 
by taxing alcohol still further, even if no 
other articles are included in the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer’s net. To main- 
tain these taxes at their present high 
level is dangerous — that has been 
admitted even by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer — and to raise them still 
further would be to increase that danger. 
I assert that for the new needs that have 
come into existence new sources of 
revenue must be found, that more taxes 
must be imposed, and the net cast more 
widely. So, and so only, can we diminish 
the hardships and anomalies which are 
inseparable from maintaining the existing | 
taxes at excessive rates. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer does not take away the 
hardships and anomalies ; he only changes 
the venue, he only transfers the burden | 
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from one place to another. What the 
Chancellor of the Excheyuer has done is 
to apportion the burden, not according to 
ability to pay, but according to an entirely 
arbitrary distinction between earned and 
unearned income. If the right hon. 
Gentleman proceeds upon ability to pay 
he ought to look, not at the question of 
whether income is earned or not, but to 
the amount of income available for spend- 
ing by a prudent possessor, whether the 
income is of a permanent character or 
whether it would terminate with the life 
of the man who draws it, and whether, 
therefore, he is bound year by year asa 
prudent man to put by part in order to 
make provision for his wife and family. 
I will give instances to show that instead 
of removing hardships the right hon. 
Gentleman is only creating them. | 
asked the other day what was going to 
be done in regard to the pensions of 
soldiers and sailors, but that question is 
evidently being held in suspense. Take, 
for example, a man part of whose 
remuneration is held back by the State 
till he reaches pensionable age. What 
is the distinction between the pension 
which the State accumulates for the 
individual who serves it and a pension 
which a man accumulates for himself by 
saving out of his annual income ! I might 
pat that into the form of an annuity, 
and it then becomes exactly analogous to 
a pension. You cannot persuade men 
who have worked and laboured, who have 
denied themselves not only pleasures but 
comforts in order to make provision for 
old age, that the pittance they receive 
year by year when they come to retire 
has not been earned by the sweat of their 
brow. I think it will surprise a great 
number of people to know that under the 
definition of earnings adopted by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer a man who 
writes a book or patents an invention is 
not to be deemed to have earned 
anything which he is happy enough to 
receive for his book or his patent. 
In replying to this point the other day 
the President of the Board of Education 
said it was a simple case, because the 
income he drew would come under the 
property tax at the rate of one sbilling, 
and the other part would come under 
the tax at ninepence. The right hon. 
Gentleman said— 

“If he were paid so much money down for 


his invention he would naturally have to jay 
ls. in the pound, because his invention would 
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represent property, and it would come under 
the property tax. For work done and paid for 
within the year a man with an income of less 
than £2,000 a year would have to pay 9d. in 
the £. Whenincome is derived trom accumu- 
lated property, and not from something on 
which a man is working at the time, he pays 
on the property rate.” 

Mark the significance of that. No in- 
ventor will ever earn anything by his 
patent. It will not begin to return any- 
thing in the year in which he works at it, 
and the inventor will be told that he has 
not earned it. I gather from the corre- 
spondence I have seen in the papers that 
whether by the necessities of the case or 
in consequence of the practice of the 
publishers, no author ever earns anything 
m the year in which his book is pub- 
lished, although some authors are fortu- 
nate enough to earn something in subse- 
quent years. I understand that no pub- 


lisher renders an account until six months | 


after publication. I think I am right 
when | say that the whole of the author’s 


earnings would be treated as unearned 


for the purposes of the tax. I think it 
will surprise a great number of people 
when they find that, under the definition 


of earnings adopted by the Chancellor of | 


the Exchequer, a man who writes a book 
or patents, an invention is not thought to 
have earned anything which entitles him 
to come under the lower rate. I main- 
tain, then, that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer does not remove the anomalies 
of the tax. I do not think the right 
hon, Gentleman is quite correct in assum- 
ing that Mr. Gladstone's objection to 
differentiation was based only on the case 
of the poor widow. Mr. Gladstone's 
objections were much deeper and broader ; 
he said you could not make a reasonable 
or fair distinction. 
that by attempting to differentiate they 


would destroy the tax, and I venture | 
If that | been able to comprehend the arguments 


humbly to repeat the statement. 
is true of direct taxes, it is true also of 
taxes on consumption. Is it not a hard- 


ship that the tax on the cheapest quali- | 
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tion. These taxes are sometimes spoken 
of as war taxes. They are in one sense 
war taxes, but they were not, in the con- 
templation of my noble friend, intended 
to finish with the war. ‘There were 
certain taxes which he hoped to remit 
when the war was over. These were the 
additional duties on Customs and Excise 
which the present Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer makes permanent ; but the sugar, 
coal, and corn taxes he proposed as a 
permanent part of our revenue, because, 
as he impressed on the then House of 
Commons, the greatest difficulty we 
had to meet was not to finance the war 
during its progress, but the future needs 
of peace which he foresaw in the years 
which followed. It is therefore no new 
doctrine I am propounding in saying that 
we must broaden the basis of taxation, 
but in so doing we hope to serve othe 
purposes as well. We hope to strengthen 
our financial svstem. A financial system 
| which is ample for a Budget of forty or 
| fifty millions is ludicrously inadequate 
| for a Budget of £140,000,000. All of 
| us have present in our minds the great 
Imperial Conference which has just been 
sitting in London. Few gatherings have 
aroused such hopes among the British 
race through all the King’s dominions, 
or have so concentrated upon themselves 
the attention of all His Majesty’s subjects. 
What has been the result of all their 
deliberations? They went smoothly 
enough in the early days when concessions 
were asked by one Colonial Minister or 
Colony of another, but when the time came 
for us to meet them with concession for 
concession, then, I am sorry to say, difh- 
culties arose. [An Hon. MEMBER: Were 
you there ?] I was not there, and I am 
| obliged to rely on the inadequate pub- 
| lished summaries of the proceedings. 
| For some reason the précis writer has not 





| of the right hon. Gentleman, or to repre- 
| sent his figures correctly before the 
public. The figures have been wrongly 


ties of tea is something like 100 per cent. | described on one side or the other in the 


of its value, and that the poorest con- | 
sumers pay out of all proportion to their | 
richer fellow-citizens ? These things are | 
not novel; they have been foreseen by 


the right hon. Gentleman’s predecessors, 
and because they were foreseen, Lord 
St. Aldwyn, under whom I served my 
first apprenticeship at the Treasury, made 
a serious attempt, under the pressure of 
a great war, to broaden the basis of taxa- 
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published summaries, with the result that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has been 
made to say a thing which was not 
instead of a thing which was. I am not 
going to dwell upon that, because we have 


5 


been promised a full account of the Con- 
ference, and we must have a discussion 
on those Papers when they are presented. 
Therefore I propose to say very little on 
this subject indeed, but I cannot pass 
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it by. I should be taunted by hon. 
Members opposite if I did pass it by. 
This is a matter to which I cannot be 
indifferent, and, even if there was no such 
argument on the basis of taxation as [| 
have hitherto maintained, I should desire 
to alter our fiscal system in order to 
reciprocate the commercial offers of our 
fellow-citizens beyond the seas. The 
Prime Minister is very angry at the 
attitude of the Opposition towards the 
Conference. He complains that we try 
to make Party capital out of it Iam not 
sure that there was any _ particular 
delicacy on the other side in using Colonial 
opinion when they thought it concurred 
with their own and would serve their 
purpose. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer’s memory requires refreshing. 
Perhaps he would remember his use of 
Colonial opinion as to Chinese slavery. 
But, after all, coming to the solid fact, 
what have we done? The Prime Min- 
ister at Manchester the other day said 
that the attitude of the Government had 
been pertectly sympathetic. He told his 
audience the old story of the man who 
was moved at a charity meeting by the 
speeches delivered, and who banged his 
purse on the Table, declaring “1 sympa- 
thise £5 ; how much do you sympathise ?” 
“ That,” added the Prime Minister, “ is 
after all the true test.” Well, judged by 
the Prime Minister’s true test, how much 
have the Government symputhised ? 
The Government have retused to 
meet them on the matter of pre- 
ference even on the existing duties, 
and almost brutally. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer tried to soften his refusal 
by holding out hopes that in the matter 
of shipping subsidies he and his colleagues 
might do something, and the President of 
the Board of Trade, whose manners are 
softer, on a later day met them on this 
point, and gave a gentler but an equally 
firm refusal to assist them. Again, I ask, 
judging by the Prime Minister's test, how 
much do the Government sympathise ? 
We do sympathise, and we are anxious 
to meet the offers made and not to repel 
the first united advances towards closer 
unity which have come from all the King’s 
We believe that i 
affairs anc 


dominions oversea. 
you create the 
common business which such a_ policy 
would establish you would find that 
the common machinery to guide our 
interests and protect them 


; 
common l 


common 
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would not be slow to develop _ itself, 
No juggling with the income-tax will 
suffice to distribute wealth in this 
country. That can only be done by 
means of wages, and wages are obtained 
through employment. [ lay to the charge 
of our fiscal system that instead of serving, 
as it was expected to do, the interests of 
employment and trade, it acts as a handi- 
cap on our industries and commerce. One 
reason is that it leaves us defenceless 
against the attacks made upon our 
commerce by foreign tariffs. We have 
nothing to bargain with except the wine 
duties. With the exception of these 
duties we have practically nothing with 
which we can negotiate. We are there- 
fore defenceless as negotiators in all 
tariff concerns. I appeal to hon. Gentle- 
man opposite as business men to give the 
question a dispassionate and non-Party 
consideration. What is the most impor- 
tant thing in business success to-day? 
Surely it is the scale on which you can 
produce, and the certainty that you can 
produce on a large scale, as well as the 
certainty of being able to keep the work- 
shops and the mills running full time. 
This condition of affairs enables ou 
business men to sell cheap and to under- 
sell competitors—{An Hon. MEMBER: 
That is what we are doing. |—en- 
courages them to expand their trade, and 
enables them to introduce fresh capital into 
their business. Germany, with its 
60,060,000 of population, has given to its 
own manufacturers a preferential market, 
and these manufacturers can reach 
40,000,000 of consumers in this country 
on terms as easy and as light as 
our own manufacturers reach them. 
If we look to the manufacturers of 
America we see that they are encouraged 
whenever a spurt comes in business to 
extend their plant, because when « bad 
time comes and trade is restricted they 
have at least a preference in their own 
market, and the knowledge that they 
have access to ours. Our manufacturers 
are, on the other hand, hampered. In 
their home market they have no prefer- 
ence. They have no preference except in 
Colonial markets. On the ground of the 
handicap that our manufacturers will 
suffer from increasingly, I ask for a 
revision of our present system which, 
instead of confining our Customs duties 
to a few high taxes on a few articles of 
general consumption, should make a 
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general reform in our tariff, and should 
raise our revenue by duties on manu- 
factured goods, by wider duties on food- 
stufis, lower and more moderate than 
those we have at present, and which will 
thus enable us not merelv to meet the 
advances of our friends, but to check the 
inroads of our opponents. That there 
are difficulties in such a course I do not 
deny; but hon. Members are here to 
overcome these difficulties. The wider 
our fiscal system, the more broadly based 
it is, the more likely is it to rectify the 
injustices and the anomalies which now 
exist, to enlarge the resources of the 
State without inflicting the hardships 
which increasing the present taxes would 
involve, while at the same time providing 
is with a capacity for expansion in the 
time of danger or emergency such as the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has not got 
at present, but such as it is necessary the 
country should possess. I beg to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘*To leave out all the words after the word 
‘That,’ and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘in the opinion of this House, the 
financial needs of the country, as disclosed in 
the Budget statement of Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, require that the basis of taxation 
should be broadened, in order that the 
anomalies and hardships inseparable from the 
present high rate of particular taxes may be 
diminished, the revenue necessary for the 
public service and for social reform raised with 
fairness to all classes of the community, and 
our fiscal system adapted to the the present 
condition of national and imperial trade.’ 
(Ur. Austen Chambe rlain. ) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


(Juestion.” 


THe PRESIDENT oF tor BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, 
Monmouthshire, N.): I confess that | 
have some little difficulty in replying to 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman. 
In the first place, the terms of the 
Amendment are not very explicit, and | 
do not think that any Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would get much help from it. 
I looked to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech for something in the nature of an 
outline of the scheme which he would 
reommend by which a __ sufficient 
revenue could be raised to meet current 


expenditure. The right hon. Gentle- 


man isan ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer ; 
he is accustomed to framing Budgets, 
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and I assumed that he had in his mind 
some proposals more or less definite in 
their character which would enable us to 
understand how he proposed to carry out 
the ideals which he has before him ; but 
all that the right hon. Gentleman has 
suggested is wholly insutticient to raise 
even the present revenue. The right 
hon. Gentleman proposes to get rid of a 
large part of the income-tax ; he is going 
to reduce the existing taxes on food 
stuffs, and is going to replace the loss of 
revenue by taxation on manufactured 
goods, in respect of which a preference is 
to be given to the Colonies. Now, the 
imports of last year for home consumption 
of wholly or mainly manufactured goods 
amounted to £130,000,000, and a tax 
of 10 per cent., if all the goods still came 
in, would only produce £13,000,000. 
The present revenue from income-tax is 
£32,000,000, and the taxes on food 


stuffs such as sugar and tea, can- 
not be less than £12,000,000. I ask 


him then how this poor paltry 
hypothetical £13,000,000 could provide 
for the loss of such a revenue, as well 
as provide the means for great social 
reforms and for Colonial preference ! 
The right hon. Gentleman proposes to 
“broaden the basis of taxation.” That is 
a plausible phrase, which presents to the 
mind an object obviously desirable in 
itself. But what is ‘the basis of taxa- 
tion?” In this country, and in every 
other country the only basis of taxation 
is the taxpayer, and broadening the basis 
of taxation must therefore mean to bring 
into the net of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer some class of persons who at 
present escape taxation. But in the 
United Kingdom we already impose an 
income-tax on every person with an income 
of £160, and we tax everyone who con- 
sumes beer, wine, spirits, tea, sugar, 
tobacco. Is there, therefore, anyone with 
the barest means of livelihood who is not 
already a taxpayer? “ Broadening the 
hasis of taxation” cannot mean the bring- 
ing in new classes of taxpayers. The 
right hon. Gentleman must intend to re 
adjust the burden of taxation as between 
existing taxpayers. Let us see how the 
right hon. Gentleman proposes to do 
that. 
upon a great many people in order to 
reduce the taxes which now fall on a 
3ut the larger 


He proposes to impose new taxes 


small number of people. 
number are the comparatively poor, and 
2A2 
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the small number the right hon. Gentle-| corn was repealed by the late Govern. 
man proposes to relieve are the compara- | ment, and that on coal was repealed by 


tively rich. The right hon. Gentleman’s 


“ broadening the basis of taxation,” there- | 
fore, can only mean the shifting of the 


existing burden from the shoulders of the 
rich on to the shoulders of the poor. 
On this side of the House we all de- 
sire to adjust the burden of taxation 
according to ability to pay. There may 
be some difference of opinion as to the 
proportionate degree of ability to pay of 


the comparatively poor and comparatively | 


rich ; but there is no ditference of opinion | 


as to whether the poor are not sufficiently 
taxed already. We are consequently 
opposed to any “ broadening of the basis 
of taxation” which can only mean that 
the poor must pay more and the rich less. 
The right hon. Gentleman shakes his 
head ; but the poor pay on their tea, their 
sugar, their beer, spirits, and tobacco. 
Not content with that, the right hon. 
Gentleman wishes them to pay also on 
their furniture, on their clothes, on their 
boots, on their food, on the wife's bonnet, 
and on the children’s shoes, on their 
bread, and on their milk and butter, and 
on everything that they eat, use, or wear. 
Yet the right hon. Gentleman would not 
add to the taxation of the poor, but 
would relieve it, while increasing the 
revenue, and granting a preference to 
the Colonies! The right hen. Gentle- 
man says that he knows how to do it, 
but he has not explained his method of 
doing it. He began by saying that his 
intention was not so much to criticise the 
proposals in the existing Budget, as to 
point out the need for a complete altera- 
tion in our fiscal system. In his speech, 
itis true, the right hon. Gentleman dealt 
with one or two matters in regard to the 
income-tax which are more appropriate 
to the Committee stage of the Finance 
Bill, but I will not trouble the House with 
a discussion of now. He also 
criticised the proposal with regard to 
old age pensions, but that will be dealt 
with in next year’s Budget. The right 
hon. Gentleman declared that our whole 
fiseal system must be changed in order 
to obtain new sources of revenue, and he 
illustrated his case by referring to the 
conditions in which we found ourselves 
in a time of war a few years ago, when 
the then Chancellor of the Exchequer 
bad to propose “new permanent taxes,” 
on coal, corn, and sugar. The tax on 


Mr. McKenna. 


those 


my right hon. friend the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. The tax on sugar still 
remains, but if our revenue proves more 
elastic no doubt the “permanent ” tax 
on sugar will follow those on corn and 
coal. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that our revenue is inelastic. Yes, our 
revenue has not been as elastic as we 
would wish to see it. But down to the 
close of 1905 there was for some years 
an actual decrease in the weekly wages 
paid to the working classes. For the 
first time for four years the average 
weekly wage increased in 1906; and 
as that increase is continuing a 
corresponding elasticity in the revenue 
would be shown this year and next year 
from increased consumption. From 1896 
to 1901 wages were continuously increas- 
ing. From 1901 to 1905 they were con- 
tinuously decreasing, and only now have 
we begun a new period of increase. From 
1896 to 1900 the revenue showed extra- 
ordinary elasticity, and the doubts which 
the right hon. Gentleman entertained 
to the elasticity of the revenue in the 
future, and on account of which he would 
change our whole fiscal system are hased 
on grounds not sutticiently examined. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that our 
existing means of revenue are not suff- 
ciently continuous to meet our expendi- 
ture, and he compared the growth of 
expenditure with that of ten years ago. 
Our present expenditure is £140,000,000 ; 
but out of that no less than £29,500,000 
goes to the fixed debt charge. That is 
£6,500,000 more than was paid under 
the late Government before the war. 
That cannot be regarded as a permanent 
charge, because as the debt is paid off 
so rapidly, the fixed debt charge will 
be gradually, almost automatically, re- 
duced, and we shall have some means for 


as 


decreasing expenditure and for the 
purpose of initiating social reforms. 


Again, out of this £140,000,000 a sum of 
£2,000,000 goes to pay the interest 
and annuities on the capital borrowings 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s friends. 
Altogether, some £8,500,000 more than 
the late Government provided is devoted 
by the present Budget for the repayment 
of debt. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : We 
always met the annuities year by year; 
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ifthe right hon. Gentleman continues to | 
borrow he will have to add to the} 
annuities. | 
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if we, who did not tax for the regulation 
of trade, adopted their system of 
preference, we should have to introduce 


| a new principle into our fiscal system, 


Mr. McKENNA: The system of 
borrowing began in 1894-5 and the} 
amount of annuities then came to only 
a few thousand pounds a year; but 
since then we have accumulated Debt 
to an enormous amount. Consequently 
while the late Government had _ to 
spend a few thousands a year on this 
service we have to spend millions a | 
year and to go on paying off the debts | 
incurred by right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. Therefore, in that respect, the 
right hon. Gentleman’s anticipations of 
bankruptey unless we adopt his _ fiscal 
system are not quite justified. The right 
hon. Gentleman went on to speak of our 
relations with the Colonies. I heard 
with some astonishment the descriptive 
account the right hon. Gentleman gave 
of the Colonial Conference, and I think 
the Colonial Prime Ministers themselves 
will be somewhat surprised. The Colonia! 
Prime Ministers did not come here as 
beggars. They did not come here to ask 
that the good feeling which they have 
for us shall be paid for. Their affection 
towards the mother country is a feeling 
which we reciprocate, and we no more 
ask them to pay for our good feeling 
towards them than they ask us to pay 
for their good feeling towards us. They 
came to us—some of them, at least, not 
all—and made a proposition which they 
regarded, from their point of view, as a 
business proposal ; but there was no brutal 
refusal on our part. The reply made to 
the Colonial Prime Ministers was of a 
nature, [ think, that even the most 
susceptible of them must have considered 
could not have been dictated by anything 
but good feeling towards them and a 
proper regard for the welfare of this 
country. The right hon, Gentleman has | 
failed, if I may say so, to appreciate the 
fundamental difference between the 
colonial position and ours. The Colonies 
tax for two purposes—for the purpose of 
revenue and for the regulation of trade. 
We tax only for the purpose of revenue. 
When the Colonies offer us fiscal | 
advantages by way of preference, it would | 
be wholly inconsistent with our principles | 
of taxation to accept them, and they offer | 
them in such a way as neither to interfere | 
With their revenue nor with the pro-| 
tection of their own manufactories. But 





and we must depart from our present 
system of taxation. We represent the 
majority in this country and that majority 
believes that taxation for the regulation 
of trade will be bad for us. They believe 
that any advantages which individual 
manufacturers may obtain will be too 
dearly bought, and that our gigantic 
interests, built up as they are now upon 
a free-trade basis, will be far more injured 
than the interests of any other people in 
the world by any alteration of our exist- 
ing fiscal system. The right hon. Gentle- 
man seems to forget what is a fundamental 
fact in trade. We all know, by 
observation of foreign countries, that, 
under protection, they get great vested 
interests which have grown up under 
that fiscal system, It is quite true that 
we get great vested interests which have 
grown up under free trade; but those 
vested interests in this country are the 
most important and the most profitable 
in our industry. Take, for instance, the 
shipping trade. The shipping trade is 
dependent for its very existence in its 
present proportions upon the freedom ot 
trade and the freedom from tariff. I go 
further, and say that not only our trade, but 
our very existence as an Empire depends 
on the strength of our mercantile power. 
If you attack free trade, if you ask us 
to alter our fiscal system in order that 
we may give a benefit in our markets to 
the Colonies, we shall injure great 
interests, like the shipping interest, which 
have grown up under free trade. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In 
what way? Surely our shipping trade 
was founded and established, primarily, 
under the old niercantile system. 


Mr. McKENNA: Under the old 
maritime laws of the nations of the 
world we had a shipping trade, it is true, 
but by no means a_ proponderating 
shipping trade. We have today a 
shipping trade which exceeds the shipping 
trade of all the rest of the world put 
together, and that shipping trade, I con- 
tend, has grown to its present size and 
importance under the intluence of free 
trade. When some of the Colonial 
Premiers asked us to make a change in our 
fiscal system, the House will agree that 
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we were bound to consider what would 
be the effect of that change upon our 
trade as a whole. 
believed that adopting a 
Colonial preference would draw the bonds 
of the Empire more strongly together. 
Yes, provided it is not at too dear 
a price. What can be more calculated 
to draw the bonds of Empire _ to- 
gether than that we should have free 
trade within the Empire—free trade 
within the Empire and protection against 
the outside world? We said that, but 
did the Colonies say that? Not at all. 
Let the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
propose to Mr. Deakin to have free trade 
with this country and see what his reply 
would be. He would say, “Oh, no. 
The great advantages of commercial 
union or commercial preference would be 
too dearly bought,” and he would add, 
“ We will consider that proposition when 
our population is as big as yours.” 
say that the Imperial advantages of 
Colonial preference may be too dearly 
bought when our population is forty 
millions and theirs is four millions. The 
argument upon which they 
trade is exactly the same argument 
upon which we reject Colonial prefer- 


reject free | 


{COMMONS} 


They told us that they | 
system of | 


| 


We! 


ence. The good feeling between the 
Colonies and ourselves is not to be dis- | 


turbed so easily 
man thinks. After all, the sentiment 
which has grown up has grown up under 
the present fiscal system. It is 
remarkable thing, but it is the fact, 
that the whole change of Colonial 
sentiment towards the mother country 
which took place during the latter half 
of last century exactly coincided with 
the time when we had free markets in 
this country, when we had enormously 
increased, as I say in consequence of 


those free markets, our shipping, and 
therefore our intercourse with the 


Colonies, and had been content to leave 
the Colonies absolutely alone to govern 


a very | 


as the right hon. Gentle- | 


themselves, whether politically or fiscally, | 


zs they pleased. I am sure that the 
good sentiment which has grown up 
under these conditions is much more 
likely to survive if we leave them un- 
changed than if we begin to tie round 
our Colonies hampering and _fettering 
bonds, and if we introduce the haggling 
of the market-place into ‘the relations of 
good feeling which exist between us and 
the,Colonies. I hope that the visit of 
the Colonial Premiers will not be treated 


McKenna. 
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in the Colonies as it will be treated jf 
the words of the right hon. Gentleman 
are listened to. I cannot help regretting 
that, whether it is on the grounds of 
prejudice, or from motives of making 
political igh: hon. Gentlemen opposite 
should in public and in this House 
endeavour to instil into the minds of the 
Colonies the notion that the majority of 
the people of this country—and, after 
all, the majority support the Liberal 
Government—are not friendly to them, 
That is an absolutely mistaken notion, 
and as it has been the consistent 
policy of the Liberal Party during the 
last century to favour the growth and 
development and independence within the 
Empire of the Colonies, so it will be the 
policy of the Liberal Party in the present 
century. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) 
said he could not pretend that he was in 
the least convinced by the speech of the 


President of the Board ot Education. 
The right hon. Gentleman had en- 


deavoured to prove that this Budget 


was a perfect Budget. He, on the 
contrary, remained of the opinion 
that it was far from meeting _ the 


and that the right 
that of 


necessities of the case, 
hon. Gentleman's speech, and 
the Chancellor of Exchequer earlier, 
rather exposed the deadlock and the 
absolute nakedness of the land to which 
the present financial position of the 
Government had brought the country. 
This Budget did not broaden the basis of 
taxation. On the contrary, it showed, to 
his mind, an inelastic helplessness. When 
the right hon. Gentleman who had just 
sat down spoke of the possibility of 
elasticity of revenue in the future he did 
not know on what ground he based his 
opinion. They were always hearing of 
the splendid Board of Trade Returns, but 
yet there was now to be it appeared a 
continuous income-tax of ls. in the pound ; 
and no prospect of altering that state of 
things was apparent, though any future 
scheme of old age pensions couk i not but 
enormously increase the demands upon 
the Exchequer. If a sudden strain was 
put on, the whole system would snap, 
and we should find ourselves in grea 
difficulty. Colonial preference, on the 
other hand, would encourage Colonial 
food supply i in time of war or emergency, 
but the Government scheme of taxation 
really handicapped our very existence. 
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The right hon. Gentleman had twitted 
them with the fact that they were not 
pretending to put forward a broadening 
of the basis of taxation by the Amend- 
ment, but what the Amendment asked 
was, as a general proposition, that the 
basis of taxation should be broadened 
in order that revenue necessary for 
the public service and for social 
reform might be raised with fairness 
to all classes of the community. 
And why could it not be broadened both 
with a view of extending taxation to 
more articles and by way of bringing 
foreigners within its area? He did not 
see why it could not be so broadened as 
to compel foreigners to contribute to a 
larger extent to the taxation of this 
country. The right hon. Gentleman did 
not mention that. He did not know why. 
The right hon. Gentleman had_ talked 
about the undue burden of taxation put 
upon the poor, but he might remind him 
that while the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was laying more taxes on the 
few he had not lightened the burden 
on the many, that while he was relieving 
the middle classes he was putting a tax 
on the dividends, as unearned income, 
of the savings which had been effected 
for the widow and her children. Did 
hon. Gentlemen really consider that the 
proposals made for retaining trades in 
this country by alteration of the tariff 
were or were not a_ breach of free 
trade? He heard the other day a 
gentleman who was fully qualified to 
speak for free importers say that whether 
duties were or were not protection de- 
pended on whether or not the extra 
amount paid by the purchaser went into 
the national treasure. Was a whole 
trade a national treasure? If duties 
were put on to retain a trade in this 
country were they protection or not ? 
He said they were not. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, he believed, said they were. Let 
them take a case which he had recently 
come across in a factory which he knew. 
A certain metal fitting was produced 
there, of which the cost of manufacture 
was 2d. and the market price 3}d. or 
3$d. It was always cheaper to produce 
ona big scale than on a small one ; and 
Germany could produce on a big scale 
as she had access to our markets as well 
as her own since we had no tariff to 
prevent her; while we could only pro- 
duce on a smaller and dearer scale because 
though we had our own market to sell 
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in, Germany kept us carefully out of 
hers by high tariff walls. Accordingly, 
she had been able to flood this country 
with this particular fitting at 2d. a piece, 
a price which just about represented 
the mere cost of the metal used. The 
British manufacturer in consequence had 
heen obliged to cease manufacturing that 
fitting, and had discharged a number of 
men, and now bought the fitting from 
(sermany to sell at a profit. The result 
was that the work was done by German 
workmen, the fitting was sold by the 
manufacturer at a profit, and the only 
people seriously injured were the British 
workmen the manufacturer was com- 
pelled to discharge. If we put on a 
duty to prevent a trade being throttled 
in this way in this country, was it 
protection or not! If hon. Members 
thought it was, he could only say he 
thought their views were entirely against 
the original doctrine of free trade. He 
thought it used to be admitted that it 
was perfectly desirable under the old free 
trade doctrine to put a duty on an article 
rather than to allow the industry to 
be killed by foreign competition. No 
wonder capitalists said that had they to 
start again in business they would not 
build a factory, but take an office, and 
buy articles from abroad to sell at a 
profit to themselves. The right hon. 
(xentleman had spoken of Imperial trade 
and the question of preferential trade 
dealt with at the Colonial Conference. 
He would like to point out one or two 
difficulties that would arise if the attitude 
of the Government in slamming the door 
against Colonial preference was con- 
sistently maintained. It was perfectly 
well known that Canada proposed to 
introduce a general tariff to be employed 
against foreign nations who would give 
her no advantage, an intermediate tariff 
which was open to nations who would 
bargain with her, and a preferential tariff 
to British goods. But in so far as 
bargains were made between Canada 
and foreign countries, by so much would 
3ritish preference be prejudiced. And 
local districts would be affected. For 
instance, Lancashire and Yorkshire which 
were accounted as main centres of free 
trade, had an enormous trade in cottons. 
If Canada were to bargain, for example, 
with Italy, which had lately built a 
number of mills for the manufacture of 
cheap cottons, and give her the benefit 
of the intermediate tariff for these cottons, 
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Lancashire and Yorkshire would suffer 
to the extent that the British preference | 
was reduced. And the greater the time | 
that elapsed before we came to an| 
arrangement on this basis of business 
with our Colonies the less likely were we 
to get good terms for our own manu- 
factures. The right hon. Gentleman 
talked of Colonial preferences as fettering 
bonds, and at the Colonial Conference the 
Government stated that preference would 
merely be the means of fomenting 
quarrels between the Colonies and the 
mother country. Had the Government 
considered whether if Canada asked for 
or obtained bargain with a_ foreign 
country which was refused by this 
country, that would not raise feeling 


both here and in Canada, which might 
result in strained or even dangerous 


consequences? He did not think it 
would be wise to look on while such an 
arrangement was being come to between 
Canada and foreign countries under the 
delusion that no harm would happen to 
us. It was, he believed, supposed in 
some fiscal schools that no harm could 
arise because a negotiation of that kind 
by Canada was always subject to revision 
by the Crown. But did hon. Members 
suppose that such matter as that could be 
held back for revision by the Crown 
without great friction and disturbance ? 
In theory revision might be quite 
possible, but hon. Gentlemen who sup- 
posed that kind of thing was likely to 
oceur, and still oceur effectually, 
would seem to have forgotten the whole 
reasons of the United States War of 
Independence. Large States which 
knew what they wanted and knew thei 
obligations and responsibilities were not | 
likely to allow their bargains to be 
put on one side and gratuitously shelved 
by the mother country. Why should 
the mother country be left out in 
the cold if the Colonies were to estab- 
lish preference among themselves? The 
Colonies were satisfied that it was of ad- 
vantage to themselves and to the mother 
country. Why, then, should we throw 
cold water on it and remain outside the 
scheme? He did not think that showed 
the affection for the Colonies which 
all in this country felt and which | 
all desired to show. If preference was 
against all the theory of free trade, 
why did the Government allow Bechuana- 
land and Basutoland under the dominion | 
of the Colonial Ottice to give prefer- | 


Mr, Evelyn Cecil. 


more, 


| a very large one in the future. 
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ential treatment to British goods? The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said 


recently that no advocate of prefer- 
ence had answered the question of 
how they proposed to give effec- 


tive preference to South Africa when 
South Africa only produced wool and 
hides, which, being raw materials, they 
did not propose to touch. Had he inter- 
rupted the right hon. Gentleman at the 
time, which he did not because he thought 
that a perfunctory answer would have 
been misleading, he would have men- 
tioned South African wines. { MINIs- 
TERIAL laughter. | Hon. Members laughed 
at South African wines, but it was only 
on wines that the South African 
Colonies asked for a preference, and 
a generation or two back South African 
Wines were very much in _ fashion 
in this country. The whole of that 
trade was got by the preference then 
given. But the subject was a great deal 
more far-reaching, and he thought that 
the question which the Chancellor of the 
. xchequer put seemed to sh ow clearly 

hat he did not _ apprec » the very 
“ean policy which they "pontiac 
Colonial preference really was. They 
were not seeking for m 
curacy in the preferences 
Colonies. That was not what tl 
theinselves were seeking. They did not 
want a uniform between one 
Colony and another, or 
mother country and the Colonies. They 
were content if gains were suificientls 
in the ascendant. The 
one really not of statics but of dynamics. 
The object of preference was really 
to develop normal industries. e 
case of South Africa he would st 
that the tobacco trade was a te 
industry which might be d 
The object of Colonial preference was to 
develop, with great emphasis on the 
word, the normal industries of various 
Colonies, and to stimulate those activi- 
ties most conducive to our position there. 
Each constituent State of the Empire, 
he submitted, would work out its 
own tariff in its own interest, and then 
offer it to other Colonies and other 
States. They were free to accept it or 
not. What appeared a very small pre- 
ference at the present time might appear 
If they 
appealed, as he thought the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer did, to the Board of 
Trade figures t> show that the preferences 


athematical ac- 
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which would be granted were very small, 
his answer was that the Board of Trade 
figures, as they existed, however accurate, 
were not a true guide to the advantages 
of preference, because they could not 
measure by them the potential develop- 
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ment of new industries which preference | 


would encourage. 
intention of their 
preference ; it was 


policy of Colonial 
a creed, it opened 
out as part of a broad political 
philosophy. They advocated 
action for combining the Empire, as 
Mr. Deakin had said, for Imperial 
co-operation in peace as well as in 
war. In the Conference the Colonial 
Premiers might have made little re- 
corded advance on the resolutions 
of 1902; but in the country they 
had, ventured to say, broken the 
hack of unreasoning Cobdenism ; and if 
hon. Gentlemen opposite could only 
realise the untold possibilities of develop- 
ing trade that would come from Colonial 
( the great increase of friend- 
and communication, and mutual 
standing that would arise between 
ves and our Colonies, the import- 
that such a consummation would 
have in regard to Imperial unity and 
ration in peace as well as in 

did not believe that they would 
mger oppose this policy, but that 
Opposition 


he 


Ter nena 
rence, 





any 
daily 


they would support it, as the 


did. with the determined intention and 
contident helief that before long it would 
he realised. 

. BARNES (Glasgow, Blackfriars) 
said those for whom he spoke were 


entirely with the Government in the 
reply that had been made to the speech 
ot the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Worcestershire. They wanted 
relationship with the Colonies as 
as anyone, but they believed with 
the Government that anything which 
vas done in the way of tightening the 
hands of the Empire, or of increasing 
the re must be 


close r 


much 


evenues of this country, 
done on the basis of free trade. 
They wanted to be friendly with the 


Colonies, because they had faith in their 
free political institutions ; and they had 
so much pride in the fortunes of their 


countrymen abroad that they. naturally | 


wanted to see them prosper. Moreover, 
as workmen, and representatives of 
workmen, they wanted the fullest possible 
outlet for the labour and enterprise of 


That was the whole | 


‘ 
state | 
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their own countrymen, and therefore 
they were all interested in seeing the 
Colonies prosper and in their having the 
closest relationship with us. But ‘there 
was the old Scottish adage, which might 
be commended to the consideration of 
their Colonial brethren, and it was this, 
“Tf you want to make friends you must 
be friendly.” It seemed to him a curicus 
way of making friends that our Colonies 
should impose tariffs on our goods. 
There was nothing to prevent, the 
fullest possibie freedom of exchange 
of goods between ourselves and 
the Colonies, as far as he knew, on 
our side. He agreed with the President 
of the Board of Edueation that the best 
way to develope our commercial relations 
with the Colonies was that goods should 
be taken freely as between them and the 
mother-country. It was quite true that 
we could set up preference for the 
Colonies if, in the first place, we imposed 
a tariff on food stutts; but for his 
part he was not disposed to increase 
the price of food and to increase the 
ditticulty of living among our people 
here for the purpose of increasing our 
friendship with the Colonies. The in- 
terests of labour, social reform, the 
ees ape of the burdens of taxation, 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Worcestershire deplored 


as pressing so heavily on some members 


of the community— all these things 
were to be achieved, if at all, on the 
basis of free trade rather than upon 
the proposals put forward by the 
mover of the Amendment. He must 
repeat the oft-told tale as to old age 
pensions, because they deplored that 


something had not been attempted as 
well as promised in regard to that matter. 
This theme had fired the imagination 
of the people, and had enabled politicians, 
especially Labour politicians, to get the ear 
of the electors and to be returned to 
Parliament. He had a Return ordered by 
the House of Commons at the instance of 
Mr. Burt, in 1903, entitled “ Boards ot 
Guardians. Persons in receipt of relief.” 


It included a great many figures, and 
went to show that poverty in old 
age was a permanent feature of our 


— life-—— 

‘It appears that the proportion of paupers 
over sixty-five years of age has not varied 
much, though it has risen since the Ist of 
January, 1892, and that the proportion of 
paupers over sixty-five years of age to the 
estimated number of persons in Eng land and 
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Wales over that age on the respective dates 
has remained almost the same. The total 
number of paupers over sixty-five years of age 
has on each date formed more than half the 
total number of paupers over sixteen years of 
age. The table shows that a larger proportion 
of the total number of aged paupers have been 
relieved by admission to workhouses and 
infirmaries on each succeeding date.” 


He thought they were all agreed as to 
the problem and as to the remedy, which 
was a system of pension upon a non- 
contributory basis. The junior Member 
for the City of London had said there were 
5,000 pensioners on the funds of the 
Amalgamated Society of Engineers’ trade 
union organisation, and he put it to 
the House that what had been accom- 
pished in that way could also be Jone 
by everybody else, and in that way the 
pension question could be solved. He 
differed from the hon. Baronet in that 
respect. It was true that the Amalga- 
mated Society of Engineers, of which 
he was proud to be chief officer, had been 
able to provide for 5,000 pensions in that 
way, and the reason was that they 
had been able through trade unions to 
wrest from capital a little over and above 
the average requirements of the work- 
people. But this could not apply to such 
people as agricultural labourers and the 
poor women workers in mills and 
factories, and other people engaged in 
the sweated industries. To talk of such 
people saving up for their old age 
through any system of mutual help or 
individual thrift was discreditable to the 
heart as well as to the head of those who 
made such a statement. Upon this 
question, where he differed with the 
Government was in regard to the urgency 


of the problem. In his opinion the | 


provision of old age pensions was infinitely 
more important than giving relief to men 
with incomes up to £2,000a year. They 
had had in the past a great many 
promises with regard to old age pensions. 
Such pensions formed the chief item in 
the programme of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
in 1895. He did nct wish to go back 
so far, and he would content himself 
with reminding hon. Members of what 
took place only three months ago when 
it fell to his lot to propose an Amend- 
ment to the King’s Speech, regretting 
that no provision had been made 


for old age pensions this year. On) 


that occasion he made a forecast as 
to the amount of funds which would be 


Mr. Barnes. 
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at the disposal of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and he urged the Government 
not to go in for retrenchment without 
reform, and not to relieve the income-tax 
payer in preference to a fair consideration 
of the old and needy. He reminded the 
Government on that occasion of the 
thousands of speeches made by hon 
Gentlemen opposite before they were 
elected, and he told them that if they did 
not consider this subject they would belie 
al! those speeches. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer at once hastened to assure 
them, on behalf of the Government, of his 
entire sympathy with the objects he had 
described, and the Labour Members in 
their simplicity took the right hon. Gentle- 
man to mean that he meant business. 
Consequently they withdrew the Amend- 
ment and refrained from voting in the 
subsequent division which was claimed by 
hon. Gentlemen above the Gangway. 
Now they found that the Budget was by 
no means different in its essentials from the 
Budgets which had been introduced for 
the iast twenty years. Stripped of its 
embellishments what did the Budget 
mean? It simply gave to those who had, 
and took away the hope which was the 
all of many an old man and woman who 
had been looking forward to these pen- 
sions. He was opposed to relieving the 
income-tax payer until old age pensions 
had been provided. If any relief had to 
be given it most certainly should have 
been given to those who were suffering 
from the sugar tax, and to the poor people 
who consumed sugar. The free breakfast 
table had again been relegated to the 
dim and distant future, and the poor old 
folk would have to goto their graves with 
the hope “deferred that maketh the 
heart sick,” in order that the man with 
£2,000 a year might be relieved of a con- 
tribution which would in each case have 
provided two old age pensions upon the 
scale they were asking for them. He 
was aware it had been stated that 
a definite promise had been made 
that something would be done next 
year. Personally he would rather have 
the sparrow in the hand than the bird ot 
Paradise in the land of promise. He 
would much rather have had the 
£2,000,000 which had been thrown away 
in relieving the income-tax payer, and as 
much more as they could get, this year, 
instead of waiting until the dim and 
distant future. This Budget was a mere 
pandering to the City clerk and the 
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small gentry who thought themselves 
superior persons, and took their politics 
from the Daily Mail. He believed this 
scheme would fail, the Daily Muil 
would start another hare, and nothing 
would be gained by the Government, 
who might just as well devoted that 
£2,000,000 to a good democratic pur- 
pose. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was relying upon further economies next 
year through a better system of income- 
tax collection and other things, and in 
that way he hoped to have funds to be 
able to start with old age pensions. But 
what would happen if those things did 
not come off? He would remind the House 
that already £650,000 had been taken 
for another purpose. He was afraid that 
the poor old men and women who had 
been looking forward hopefully would 
next year again be disappointed and 
have to go short. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer made his announcement by 
saying that that would be the policy of 
the Government “if they were allowed 
to have their way,” and, he said, that 
was a very big “if.” He would like to 
know who was going to stop them having 
their way. They had a majority which 
consisted for the most part of hon. 
(rentlemen who were willing and anxious 
to give them all the support neces- 
sary to carry out this long-promised 
reform, and if the Government did not 
have their own way in the matter there 
would be nobody to blame but themselves. 
The promise of a start next year really 
carried but little consolation to his mind. 
There had been in the past promises of 
a far more definite character which to 
this day remained unfulfilled. On the 
19th February last year they were pro- 
mised in the most definite manner 
possible in the King’s Speech an Amend- 
ment to the Unemployed Workmen’s Act. 
Five months after that the same promise 
was repeated through the mouth of the 
President of the Local Government Board, 
and they were now just as far off realising 
that promise as ever they were. Conse- 
quently, these promises carried with 
them very little consolation. A good 
deal of revenue had been sacrificed to 
improve the national credit, but he 
thought the same results might have been 
achieved by the inauguration of some 
system of old age pensions, because it was 
well known that if they increased the pur- 
chasing power of the working classes they 
at the same time increased their economic 
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effectiveness, and greased the wheels of 
industry and benefited all round. Those 
for whom he spoke were profoundly dis- 
contented and dissatisfied because nothing 
had yet been done to carry out those 
promises, in regard to the question of 
old age pensions, which had been made 
by politicians on both sides of the House, 
as the result of which high hopes had 
been entertained. He hoped that the 
pressure would be kept up this year, and 
that the Government would at the 
earliest possible moment make a really 
good start in earnest to carry this reform 
into effect. How to raise the money was 
a matter which rested primarily with 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. He 
was aware that it was a very big task, 
but he knew that it was not going to be 
solved by tinkering with such quack 
remedies as those which had _ been 
proposed from hon. Members sitting 
above the gangway. He honestly 
believed that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had the means at his disposal to 
accomplish this reform quite consistently 
with the great principles of free trade. 
He wished to dissociate himself from the 
suggestion made by the hon, Member 
for Wirral on Friday last in reference 
to the income-tax, when he said 
that he believed the money could be 
raised by an income-tax which should 
start right at the bottom and go on in 
an increasing ratio right up to the top. 
He was not in favour of imposing an 
income-tax upon a man with £1 a 
week, because the State had no right to 
tax any man until the means at his 
disposal were sufficient to allow him 
to live in health and _ comfort. 
A man with £1 a week could not live 
that life. Therefore he was not in favour 
of that way of collecting the tax. Nor 
was he in favour of imposing additional 
burdens on the local authority for this 
purpose. It seemed to him that there 
were many poor localities where the 
people were in need of old age pensions, 
which had sufficient burdens to bear 
at the present moment without increasing 
them to the extent of 10 per cent. It 
seemed to him that the most hopeful 
method of getting the money was by 
taxing the wealth of the country—taxing 
those people who received large sums of 
money which he believed were social in 
their origin and therefore ought to be 
taxed for social purposes. There were 
275,000 people in this country who, 
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according to the hon. Member for North 
Paddington, took one-third of the national 
income. A tax of 5 per cent. might be 
taken from those incomes, or they might 
graduate the tax in such a way as to 
take most from those who were at the 
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top. There were 750,000 people with 
over £700 a year, and a tax of 5 
per cent. in their case would realise 


£29,000,000, a sum sufficient to provide 
for old age pensions, for a better system 
of education, and for carrying out a 
great many other reforms which 
ardently desired by himself and 
friends. They were told that 16,000 
people in the country had incomes of 
over £5,000 a year. 
£200,000,000 every year, and here again 
a tax of 5 per cent. could raise something 
like £20,000,000 a year, a sum more 
than sutticient, taking into consideration 
the economies that might be effected 

Poor Law administration, to provide the 
old age pensions they were pleading 
were one or two of the 
which money cculd be 
obtained, and in which new sources of 
revenue of a more sensible and scientific 
character could be tapped, 


for. These 
directions in 
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were | 
his | 


That amounted to | 


than those | 


urged from the Benches above the gang- | 


way. He and his friends hoped that the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer would open | 


his heart and yet induce the Government 
to do something at an earlier 
he 
in order to effect to the many 
promises made on this question and to 
inaugurate a system of old age pensions 
which would relieve those people who 


oive 


had been looking forward so hopefully 
to the Budget and also take away from 


this rich and powerful country the stigma 
of leaving its aged veterans to taper off 
their lives in the shadow of the work- 
house. 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, $ 
he was 
cellor of the Exchequer 
moved this Amendment. 


S.) said 


should 
He could not 


date than | 
mentioned in introducing the Budget | 


not astonished that the late Chan- | 
have | 


resist the opinion that the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer had almost invited it. | 


For, after nearly two years of office and 


in times of unprecedented prosperity, he | 


came before the House and said, ‘‘ Here 
am I, a great free trade Chancellor, 
representing a Government pledged to 
the dual policy of maintaining the national 
credit and of promoting social reform, 
obliged to admit at the outset that the 


Mr. 


es. 
Harnes 
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penny I took off tea last year has done no 
good to anyone, and that it is impossible 
to- day to make any further concessions 
off any of the food taxes—tea, sugar, 
coffee, cocoa, and other articles of food 
must still bear their heavy burdens. All 
I can do it to make some slight modifica- 
tion of the income-tax in favour of people 
with incomes under £2,000 a year; 
whilst as regards old age pensions, to 
which [ am pledged up to the hilt, the 
utmost I can do is,” and here he 
would draw the special attention of the 
Labour Party to the Chancellor's words 
when introducing his Budget— 

‘to begin to provide the nucleus of a fund,” 
and 

‘to lay firm the foundations of this reform 
language about as vague as any Minister 
could possibly use, and as subtle as thas 
which the Chancellor adopted when he 
proclaimed himself an enemy, in times of 
peace, of a uniform lncome-tax at the 
rate of ls. in the £. That little word 
“uniform ” possessed virtue which few 
people suspected at the time. 
at the Amendment, as it stood pote the 
Paper, he was not sure that he oug rht not 
to vote for it. It simply 
the basis of taxation should be broadened 
in order that certain burdens at present 
pressing upon the community might bi 
more equitably adjusted and lightened. 
He remembered Lord Brampton, when 
Mr. Justice Hawkins, once him 
that he was frequently convinced of th 
innocence of a prisoner until he heard 
his defence. And so, when they were 
asked to read _ into words the 
particular meaning ascribed to them by 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer, it 
was with reluctance that he turned away 
from the Amendment, and asked himself 
whether, within the limits of our present 
fiscal system, it was possible to accomplish 
the objects to which the Chancellor 
and his Government were _ pledged. 
At any rate, he proposed to offer certain 
suggestions to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, in the hope that when he made 
his next Budget speech, he would have 
found some better solution of the ditticulty 
than the hazardous proposals of the Party 
opposite. He would not, however, be 
content if, in a year’s time, the right hon. 
Gentleman was still unable to do more 
than ‘begin to provide the nucleus of a 
fund.’ That was far too remote an 
achievement. The right hon. Gentleman 
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might just as well speak about beginning | 


to produce a protoplasm and then claim | 


that he had brought into being a fully 
developed human creature in all the 
glory of robust manhood. What had the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer done in re- 
gard to this important reform of old age 
pensions ? He kad taken £1,500,000 off 
his estimated surplus, and ear- -marked it, 
so he told them, as the nucleus of 
the fund. But where was it? As a 


| were at 


matter of fact he had placed it to the 
credit of the New Sinking Fund, 
and he asked how was it to be) 


got back without special legislation ? 
Suppose in the meantime it had been 
spent? What about the 
was proposed to hand over to Ireland in 
connection with the Devolution Bill ? 
And who knew what other special 
demands, unforseen by the Chancellor 
to-day, might arise during the financial 
year? Then there was to be £750,000 
uncollected balance from the income-tax 
making with the £1,500,000, if they 
got it, a total sum of £2,250, 000 as the 
‘firm foundation of this reform.’ They 
had been told again and again on behalf of 
the Government that a system of old age 
pensions of 5s. per week to every person 
of sixty-five years and upwards would 
require a sum of at least £28,000,000. 
He did not agree with the figure, and 
he would endeavour in a moment to 
show that it was grossly exaggerated, 
but assuming it for the moment to be 


correct, it followed that all the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer could say was that under 
the present system of taxation the very 
best he could do towards an old-age pension 


£600,000 it | 


system was that if he spent the whole | 
capital and got the same sum every year | 


the amount he gave, namely £2,250,000, 
would just give 4}d. per week for every 
person over sixty-five years of age. 


THE CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AsquiTH, Fifeshire, E.) : 


I have not said so. 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY said the right hon. 
Gentleman very properly corrected him 
and said that he had not even promised 
that. He was only drawing the inference 
that with £2,250,000 in hand, and that 


being the only sum which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had earmarked for the 
purpose, it was only equivalent to 43d. a 
week. 


If they treated it as a capital | 
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sum, it came only toa farthing per week 
for every person over sixty-five years of 
age. The point he wished to put before 
the House was that they had been very 
much misled in regard to the language 
used on this problem. It had been said 
again and again that £28,000,000 or 
29,000,000 was necessary. According 
to the President of the Local Government 
Board he at present spent £10,000,000 a 
year on the maintenance of paupers and 
criminal lunatics. These people, who 
present maintained at the 
expense of the State, would have to be 
maintained whether there were old-age 
pensions or not, and therefore they were 
entitled to deduct £10,000,000 from the 
£28,000,000. [Cries of No, no.”} 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS said that the cost 
of maintaining paupers, and pauper 
lunatics in the United Kingdom was 
£16,500,000. The £10,000,000 to which 
the hon. Member referred were applied 
to a different condition of things—to 
granting pensions to 200,000 members of 
the Army, Navy and Civil Services. 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY said that even so, 
a sum of at least £8,000,000 might be 
reduced from the £28,000,000 or 
£29,000,000 which were required for an 
old age pension scheme at the age of 
sixty five years. Then it had been 
assumed that everyone in the — ‘vy at 
the age of sixty-five would claim the 
pension ; but his belief was that an enor- 
mous number of people would not do so. 
He did not approve of the proposal that 
people should have to attend at their 
town hall and wait outside the door 
like a theatre queue for their pensions, 
but he did suggest that under any scheme 
they should at least have to make some 
application for the pension, and it was 
certain that a very large percentage 
would not do so. Taking all these con- 
siderations together, he had come to the 
conclusion that £12,000,000 is the 
outside sum which would be required for 
a scheme of 5s. per week at the age 
of sixty-five. He suggested that there 
were one or two sources open to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer without 
adopting those suggested by the right 
hon. Gentleman who moved the Amend- 
ment. He had always been of opinion 
that a tax of a penny inthe pound should 
be imposed on all employers on the 
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wages which they paid. 
a tax easily collectable, and would pro- 
duce a sum of nearly £5,000,000 a year. 
It was ridiculous to suggest that large 
employers of labour, say with 5,000 men 


{COMMONS} 
That would be | 


or more in their workshops, would be | 


crippled by sucha tax. The income of this 
country divided itself automatically into 
sections. It amounted to £2,000,000,000 


—£1,000,000,000 was derived from profits | 


in trade in the United Kingdon, and | 


£1,000,000,000 from investments abroad ; 
and ld. in the £ on these latter would 
bring in £5,000,000 a year; and it would 
not press hardly on any section of the 


7 
community. There never had been a 
more futile reason urged against a 
complete system of graduation or 


differentiation of the income-tax than 
that advanced—that they should not 
overwork a Government Department! 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
said that his object was to maintain the 
national credit and to provide means 
for carrying out social reforms. But the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said that 
the chief difticulty was that they could 
not get people to declare truly what their 
income was. He could not help thinking 
that that was a sorry confession to make 
after fifty years of simple Bible teaching ; 
and that they could not trust Bishops, 
Judges or even Cabinet Ministers to set 
out in a return the truth as to the amount 
of theirincome. He suggested that every 
member of the community should be 
bound to disclose his income. At present 
we had nominally, although by no means 
actually, an income-tax of 1s. in the £, or 
5 per cent. If this tax were equitably 
adjusted so as to produce its full 
yield, taking the national income at 
£2,000,000,000 per year, the present 
income-tax should produce £100,000,000 
instead of £30,000,000. His suggestion 
was that 5 per cent. should be reduced to 
2}, or 6d. in the £, and that it should be 
so graduated as ultimately to yield the 
amount, which would mean a net revenue 
of £50,000,000 against the present 
£30,000,000, or again of £20,000,000 per 
year, 
surplus much more than sufficient to 
provide the old age pension fund. 
He suggested that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should sometimes take into 


There alone they would have a | 


his confidence and counsel business 
men who could indicate to him how | 
large sums which at present eluded | 


the vigilance of his 
Mr. Bottomley. 


officials could be! 
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gathered — in. It was indisputable 
among business circles in the City of 
London that from £2,000,000 to 
£3,000,000 per annum were lost 
to the revenue from investments abroad. 
He heard a gentleman in the City the 
other day declare that every farthing 
of his company’s fund was_ invested 
abroad, although they looked to the 
English Government to protect their 
interests. There were, he thought, 
methods by which, without great in- 
genuity, the profits on those investments 
abroad could be taxed. He did not 
know whether it would violate copy-book 
text-books, but his opinion was that the 
incomes derived from foreign investments 
should be taxed higher than those derived 
from home investments. Such a tax 
would bring in at least £2,000,000 a year 
under a proper revision of the income-tax. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
hinted at a tax on motor-cars ; that the 
running of motor-cars was not only a 
luxury but a luxury with a tendency to 
degenerate into a nuisance. He agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman, and he 
thought that it would have been 
quite possible without waiting to re- 
adjust the Local Taxation Account to 
tax motor-cars. Again, an enormous 
revenue might be gathered from 
a tax on advertisements, as in France. 
That would be no tax on knowledge: 
and would not be grudged by advertisers, 
large or small. Another source of incom: 
would be a tax on theatre tickets, as in 
France. It could be easily collected. 
Then, an enormous income was derived 
in France from racing. Some hon. 
Gentlemen were shocked at such a pro- 
posal, although they were quite com- 
plaisant about the still greater revenue 
derived in this country from the drink 
traftic. They held up their hands in 
holy horror at the idea of the Stat 
deriving a revenue from hetting and horse- 
racing as a State recognition of a great 
vice. That reminded him of the Roman 
Emperor who was rebuked for having de- 
rived a tax from some tainted source and 
who took a handful of the money and 
smelt it, and said “non olet——.” If, 
having established the principle of reaping 
£30,000,000 a year from the drink traffic, 
was there not stupidity in refusing to 
reap a revenue from betting and racing ! 
He had put a question to the Home 
Secretary that day, in which he had asked 
whether the attendances at racecourses 
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since the Street Betting Bill had been | 
passed had not enormously increased, and | 
the right hon. Gentleman admitted that | 
it was so. As a matter of fact there was | 
no standing out against the betting and | 
gambling instincts of mankind, although | 
the evils of gambling were fearfully | 
exaggerated. Millions of money were, 
however, turned over every year in 
connection with betting in one form 
or another, and if the (Government 
would only take its courage in both 
hands, and say, as they said with regard 
to the drink trattic, “* We will tax the | 
gambling habits of the people, and, by so | 
doing, regulate them as we cannot do at | 
present,” they might derive from | 
such a system a revenue of between | 
two and three millions a year. He| 
knew that the idea, like all great ideas, 
would take two or three years to develop ; 
hut aiter the next general election they | 
might have a more level-headed man at | 
the head of affairs, who would see that he 
could make two or three millions a year 
out of horse-racing, and who would be 
willing to garner it in to the credit of 
It was a strange and amazing 
thing that this, the richest country in the 
world, with the largest credit in the world, 
was unable to provide its aged people 
with the decencies of humanity and the 
ordinary comforts of life. Whatever the 
hon. Member for Preston or the hon. | 
Member for the City of 


the State. 


London | 
might say, he did not think that was aj 
proper state of things. As to the hon. | 
Member for the City of London, he had | 
no constituents who were interested in 
this matter, except a few asthmatical 
housekeepers ; so that he could atford to 
sneer at the workers of the country. 
He was unable to understand the position | 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had taken up. They had _ waited 
patiently for nearly two years, and per- | 
sonally he was prepared to wait another | 
year, to give him the fullest opportunity 
of considering whether, and without the 
violent disruption of our fiscal system 
which the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer proposed, it was possible to 
carry out the Government's policy of 
national credit and social reform. Ii 
when the time came he had made no 
further progress, he confessed he would | 
listen with a more sympathetic ear than | 
he did to-day to the voice of the charmer 
on the Front Opposition Bench. He did 
not appreciate the national credit which 
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said that the greatest and richest country 
on earth was unable to provide the funds 
for admittedly urgent social needs. We 
had long since acknowledged the principle 
that it was the duty of the State to 
protect its young, and despite ail doctrin- 
aire objections, we now recognised a 
similar obligation towards the old. A 
revolution in our fiscal policy was an 
enormous risk to take, but he would 
almost rather face it than be forced to 
admit such utter helplessness and despair 
as that which characterised this year’s 
Budget. Whilst he would vote for the 
Second Reading of this Bill, he would do 
so with the fullest reservation of his 
freedom next year to reconsider the 
position if a brilliant and able Free 
Trade Chancellor, such as they had _to- 
day, again came forward and told them, 
with all the responsibility of his know- 
ledge and his position, that wealthy 
England was unable, without the in- 
dignities of the Poor Law and the gloom 
of workhouse, to provide its aged and 


| helpless poor with the decencies of civil- 


isation and the primary comforts of 
humanity. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON (St. George's, 
Hanover Square): I do not wish to 
follow the hon. Gentleman who has just 
spoken in the numerous and ingenious 
suggestions he has made, but I think we 
may fairly claim that after his remarks 
he should vote for the Amendment and 
against the Government of which he is 
supposed to be one of the supporters. 
I do not think anyone can doubt that, 
during the last three weeks, the prin- 
ciples that lie at the base of this Amend- 
ment have received very great and 
remarkable stimulus. We shall all agree 
that the revenue of the country should 
be equitably raised, and that it should 
interfere as little as possible with the 
processes of production. The Members 
on this side of the House also maintain 
that in raising that revenue the interests 
of the Empire as a whole, as well as those 
of the United Kingdom, should be con- 
sidered. That principle has received 
during the last few months remarkable 
corroboration at the hands of the Govern- 
ment. The Minister who is responsible 
in this House for Colonial affairs has 
welcomed with the utmost cordiality the 
forging between the Colonies of those 
very bonds which have, in another con- 


nection, been described as “ squalid.” 
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The President of the Board of Trade is 
reported to have said at the Colonial 
Conference that the Empire would be 
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a great gainer if much that was now | 


bought from foreign countries could be | 
if ever a tax on a commodity coming into 


produced and purchased within the 
Empire. The right hon. Gentleman | 


acknowledged the advantage conferred 
on the British manufacturer by the exist- 


ing Colonial preference, and expressed | 
gratitude for the spirit of comradeship | 
and affection which inspired that policy. | 


These admissions show a great advance 
in opinion on the Ministerial side of the 
House. The basis of taxation needs 


widening, not in the sense referred to | 
by the Minister for Education, but in the | 
' to be benefited by the fact that ] paid it ? 


sense of bringing a greater number of 
commodities under taxation. 
appeal to orthodox free traders on this 


point. Is it or is it not contrary to the 


I wish to | 


old free-trade doctrine to bring an addi- | 


tional number of commodities under 
taxation! Fifty or sixty years ago 
Mr. Gladstone, when taking off a great 
number of duties, spoke of the enormous 
burden resting on the taxpayer, and 
expressed a doubt, in view of the magni- 
tude of the national expenditure, whether 
the proposals he was making could long 
be maintained. Hon. Gentlemen 
site will recognise the authority in this 


Oppo- 


matter of Sir George Cornewall Lewis, 
who said that if he were to define a good 
system of taxation it would be a system 
bearing lightly on a great number of 
points and heavily on none. 


Mr. ASQUITH: What was the date? | 


Was in 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: That 
1857. Tokeep the taxes on existing com- 
more would, I agree, be to tax the poor 
more heavily; but the case would be 


; cated 
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by the Government at the confer. 
ence and in the House of Commons 


to-night is really based on _ the 
dogma which has existed for some sixty 
years in England, which lays down that 


this country though imposed for revenue 
only should benefit a producer of the 
commodity in this country, then you 
must have a countervailing excise, or the 
tax is unsound. You must tax for 
revenue only. Is that principle based on 
any consideration of human nature? If 
it was claimed that it was, I should deny 
it entirely. Suppose I have to pay a tax 
on an articie, should I pay it the less 
because one of my neighbours was going 


Surely not. Take the tax on tobacco, a 
commodity on which we pay the appal- 
ling tax of 500 per cent. Should ] pay 
it with more reluctance because I knew 
that some of my hon. friends from Ireland 
were going to get some benefit out of it 
for the Irish tobacco growing industry ! 
I do not believe in the truth of the 
consideration of human nature in 
least. It seems to me te be on a par 
with an argument greatly used by the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer in intro- 
ducing his Budget, namely, that every 


taxpayer expects the exact mathematical 
burden of a tax to rest on his shoulders 
equally with the rest of the 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in 
objecting to Colonial preference, said it is 
impossible to tax all members of the 


community. 


Empire with exact mathematical accuracy. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I have never advo- 
exact mathematical accuracy. I 


said you cannot do it—you cannot come 


| to anything like even remote approxima- 
modities in their present state and Impose | 


different if we lessen those taxes some- | 


what, brought a greater number of 
commodities into the area of taxation, 
and diffused the burden. The advantage 


of this would be great, but we should, as 


tion to accuracy. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Of course, I 
accept the correction ; but I say that my 


right hon. friend’s corrected statement is 


| equally unsound. The Colonists are practi- 


an additional advantage, have the oppor- | 


tunity of introducing the principle of 
Colonial preference. I cannot help 
thinking that the attitude taken up 


Mr. Lyttelton. 


cal men. They know the conditions of 
their own Colonies, and of this country. 
They are not so utterly unreasonable as to 
suppose that all those conditions can be 
eyuated, and they would be perfectly 
ready to accept an advantage, even 
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though the advantage be less to some than | 
to others. I say, therefore, that this 
dogma, which has hung round the neck 
of the fiscal system of this country for 
fifty vears, is not based on human nature ; 
it is based not on real human nature, but 
on a fiction which the Treasury tells us 
is human nature. I put it again to the 
House that, if anyone pays a tax, the 
circumstance that some of the payer's 
neighbours get a little advantage over his 
foreign competitors out of the payment, 
so far from causing anxiety, will give him 
nothing but pleasure. If that is so, 
surely also the fact that the levying 
of a tax enables the Government which 
levies it to differentiate that tax in 
favour of the Colonies, as distinct from 
those who are not members of the Empire, 
ought to be a circumstance in its favour. 
So much the more now, because the 
right hon. Gentleman will admit that 
the custom of the Colonies is now a 
matter of the greatest importance, and 
in future will probably be of vital 
necessity to this country. If that be so, 
may we not invoke another argument 

Will any man of business deny that an 
individual trader will often make a small 
sacrifice in purchasing a commodity if by 
doing so he will not encourage or stimu- 
late the trade of a rival? Suppose there 
is a competition between A. and B., and 
suppose B. can sell to A. cheaper than 
C., D., and E., A. would make a little 
sacrifice rather than add to his power. It 

is frequent in business that a man, rather 
than add to the power of a rival, will 
make temporary sacrifice so as not to 
advantage one whose competition is acute. 


*Mr. MOND (Chester) : I do not wish 
to interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, 
but as he challenged business men, as a 
besiness man I wish to say that I do not 
agree with him. If those are his views 
on business I am very glad for his own 
sake that he is not in business. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must point out to 
hon. Members that they have no right to 
interrupt in order to make such state- 
ments as that just made. If an hon. 
Member has any arguments to bring | 
forward the proper time is to do so 
when he is making a speech. He should 
not do it by interpolation. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I gave way | 
because by the courtesy and custom of 
VOL. CLXXIV. [FourtH Series. ] 
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this House if any hon. Member has a state- 
ment to make it is usual to do so; but 
when advantage is taken of that courtesy 
to make a rude and, as I think, an 
irrelevant remark, it certainly does not 
encourage the continuance of what, 
hefore the hon. Member was a 
Member of this House, was a courtesy 
readily accorded. Notwithstanding the 
hon. Member's authoritv, if he has any in 
the matter, I will say without the 
slightest fear of contradiction that in 
many cases a trader will find it better 
policy to make some sacrifice rather than 
increase and thus cheapen his competitor's 
output. The object of colonial prefer- 
ence is the joint prosperity of the United 
Kingdom and of the Colonies, and the 
essence of it is that we should strengthen 
our allies rather than our rivals. The 
diseredit which the President of the Board 
of Edueation sought to attach to colonial 
preference on historical grounds, namely, 
the friction which he alleged existed in 
the past, is perfectly easily understood, 
if you read history carefully. The 
reason was that preferences were imposed 
on the Colonies in favour of the Mother 
Country, and by the Mother Country. 
It is absurd to confuse the results of 
such colorial preference as this with the 
results of those. The present proposals 
have nothing to do with the imposition, 
by force or with a high hand, on the 
Colonies. On the contrary no advocate 
of Preference has ever passed beyond 
the principle recognised and expressed 
in the clearest terms by the late 
Lord Salisbury: give nothing to the 
Colonies except that which you can 
freely give to them and take nothing from 
them except what you can freely receive. 
The whole system is to be on a voluntary 
basis. I quite accept that. From this 
Government, pledged as they are, the 
Colonies could not expect any great or 
radical change in the fiscal system of the 
country, but I think the Government, 
without any sacrifice of principle or setting 
aside a single pledge made at the election 
might have taken the position that out of 
the existing taxes they might have made a 
trifling sacrifice of revenue without putting 
on a single extra tax, in order to establish 
the principle. I think the Colonies are 
entitled by their kinship with us and by 
the immense expectations we have from 
them in the future to the admission of the 
principle. LIregret the Government have 
not seen their way to do that: not indeed 
2B 
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asa Party man, for I can imagine nothing 
in the face of the movement of public 
opinion that will ultimately advantage us 
more than the attitude of Mini-ters who 
have asserted that a system which has 
only been in existence for some fifty or 
sixty years is unalterable. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer and his colleagues have 
drawn the inference that tne Colonial 
Premiers are asking for something un- 
reasonable, and upon what is that supposi- 


tion based? Upon nothing except 
the belief that our present fiscal 


system is so perfect that it cannot, 
even for a gain so splendid, receive the 
slightest modification. These are the 
grounds which make me give my adhesion 
to this Amendment, with the greatest 
possible enthusiasm, and I can only say 
that, four years from now, if this Con- 
ference again assembles, the right hon. 
Gentlemen, whoever they may be, who 
have to meet our Colonial friends, will, 
ii Imperial interests, find themselves 
forced to give way in this matter. 


Mr. LAMBTON (Durham, S8.E.) said 
the speech just delivered differed very 
much in tone from that of the right hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Amendment. 
The right hon. Gentleman who had just 
spoken had asked a Question about the 
Colonial Conference—why ought we not to 
meet the wishes of the Colonial Premiers ! 
He had spoken ina more statesmanlike 
manner than the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Worcestershire, who 
had said that the Colonial Premiers had 
been met with a brutal refusal, while his 
right hon. friend had said that he had 
never expected that the Colonial Premiers 
would receive a favourable answer from 
the Government. He did not see that 
there was any reason why the Colonial 
Premiers should expect from the Govern- 
ment, at the head of a Free Trade Parlia- 
ment, any other answer than that which 
they had received. His right hon. friend 
the Member for St. George’s, Hanover 
Square, had said that preterence might 
be given to the Colonies without altering 
taxation, and he understood that these 
preferences were to be exceedingly slight. 
It would be almost laughing at the 
Colonies to offer them such a thing. His 
hon. friend the Member for Aston had 
alluded to South African wines. He 
really thought that they would not 
satisfy South Africa by giving her pre- 

Mr. Lyttelton. 
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ference on wines. Who drank South 


African wines ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Dr. 
said he would very much like to see a 
preference given. 


T 
Jameson 


Mr. LAMBTON said he knew that 
Dr. Jameson had said that he would very 
much like it, but we had our interests so 
consider, and we could not take our 
policy from the Colonial Premiers. Let 
them take, for instance, South African 
wines ; how were they going to give the 
Colonies a preference on them! We 
did not drink so much wine now as 
we did some time back. Why was that ! 
The public taste had altered. Was the 
hon. Gentleman going to dictate to the 
public of England what sort of wine they 
were to drink by imposing an import 
duty? Ifthe people said that they did 
not want South African wines, Dr. 
Jameson would then say that the pre- 
ference was of no good, and that they 
must put a higher tax on French and 
German wines in order to force the 
English people to drink South African 
wines. That would occur in most of the 
cases which the hon. Gentleman had 
put before them. He had never had 
much doubt about the meaning of the 
Amendment himself. From its wording 
it might have a good uany mwean- 
ings, but the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman in moving it had dispclled 
that idea, for his speech was purely and 
simply protectionist. There was an 
Amendment on the Paper in the name 
of the hon. Member for Aston; it was 
not so long nor so complicated as that of 
tae right hon. Gentleman, but it carried 
out the wishes of hon. Gentlemen on 


those benches who called themselves 
tariff reformers. The hon. Member tor 
Aston’s Amendment was blunt and 


Amend- 


straightforward. The ofticial 
overt lressed 


ment was rather like an 
Lady Godiva. He wanted to know why 
his hon. friends were afraid to call their 
proposals protection, Was not protec 
tion their aim and object!) They must 
know that they were protectionists. 
Tariff reform as they presented it was 
protection. There might be a difference, 
but it was a very slight one and required 
considerable talent to find it out. The 
difference was exactly the same as the dit 
ference between grilse and salmon. Just as 
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the grilse became salmon when it went 
into the deep sea, so the tariff reformer 
became a protectionist when he reached 
the city of Birmingham. Why should 
they be afraid of being called protec- 
tionists ? They were never tired of 
abusing free trade and appealing to 
foreign countries. We were asked, “ Are 
all these foreigners fools?” If they 
were, they were not ashamed of their 
folly. Why were tariff reformers ? Why 
did they depreciate free trade if they 
did not want to get rid of it. They 
were always appreciating protection. 
Why did they appreciate it unless they 
wanted to justify it? He was reminded 
of the custom of the market. They 
wanted to barter for free trade and they 
went about abusing free trade. It was 
like the Vicar of Wakefield’s horse sent 
to the fair. In treating with the dealers 
at the tair Dr. Primrose was told that 
the horse was “a blind spavinned galled 
hack only fit for the dog kennel.” Dr. 
Primrose said— 

“ By this time I had a most hearty contempt 
for the animal myself; I did not believe all 
they told ne, yet trom the number of witnesses 
{ was under a strong presumption that they 
were right.” 

On the Opposition Benches there was 
a band of witnesses against free trade, 
but he would not join that band of 
witnesses. He could not give evidence 
contrary to his convictions, and he would 
not be an accessory to what he believed 
to be a crime against his country. He 
did not know how many there were, but 
he believed that there were many Mem- 
hers on that side of the House who shared 
his views. How many would come for- 
ward openly to state their objections to 
the Amendment he did not know, but 
he did know there were hundreds of 
thousands of Unionists in the country 
who would be grievously disappointed if 
they did not maintain in that House the 
principles which they adopted in the 
country. It might be pleaded that the 
unity of or loyalty to the party was a 
reason for adopting a policy which 
had shattered the Unionist Party, 
and, which im the end, if persisted 
in, would rain the party. The candid 
friend was a very disagreeable person, 
but at all events he was more loyal than 
a false flatterer. What excuse had been 
adduced for this Amendment? Nothing 
had been urged, no new argument had 
been advanced, nothing but what had 
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been refuted hundreds and thousands 
of times during the last four years. 
The only reason for the Amendment 
seemed to be that the tariff reformers 
were trying to raise sympathy and 
popilarity, because at the present 
moment the Colonial Conference was 
taking place. They waved the Imperial 
flag in one hand, and in the other the 
flag of social reform, old age pensions, 
and many other impossible promises. 
He must say that he viewed with great 
concern this attempt to introduce the 
Colonies into a party question. The 
Colonial Premiers came here, as they had 
a perfect right to do, and the country, 
whose hospitality had been exercised, 
took great interest in them. The people 
of this country would feel sorry if their 
guests went empty away. He did not 
believe they would. He would ask hon. 
Members, were they prepared to give the 
Colonial Ministers everything thev asked ? 
Did they think that the Colonial Premiers, 
who had perfect liberty in their own 
countries over their own fiscal systems, 
should have a voice in the conduct of our 
fiscal arrangements? Would his hon. 
friends attach the same importance to the 
views of the Colonial Premiers on the 
Irish Council Bill, or on the larger policy 
to which that Bill would lead? There 
was no doubt in the world that Home 
Rule in Ireland would lead to protection, 
most probably to preference with the 
Colonies, and if the Colonial Premiers 
argued on that ground that they must 
give Home Rule to Ireland, would his 
hon. friends on those benches listen to 
such an argument? He thought that 
this was a great and serious occasion for 
the Unionist Party. It was a deliberate 
attempt by this Amendment to bind 
round the neck of the party the policy 
of protection. | Why should they under- 
take these pledges? What was the 
necessity ? In the Amendment his right 
hon. friend promised all sorts of things. 
He spoke of the “anomalies and hard- 
ships inseparable from the present high 
rate of particular taxes,’ which he said 
“may be diminished, the revenue neces- 
sary for the public service and for social 
reform raised with fairness to all classes 
of the community, and our fiscal system 
adapted to the present condition of 
national and Imperial trade.” Why 
did hon. Members of his side want 
to hang these pledges round their necks # 
They were perfectly well aware that 
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these taxes would in the long run be 
imposed, not because they would benefit 
the State, but because they would benefit 
someone else. That was observable in 
America, and yet there'were hon. Members 
who said they wished to improve 
the trade of the country by imposing 
onerous conditions which would do no 
good to anyman. They seemed to think 
that the more taxes there were the better 
it would be. There was a good deal of 
talk about goods “made in Germany.” 
They would only be displaced by goods 
“taxed in Birmingham,” and they would 
not be in any better position if we taxed 
them. It was a strange anomaly that 
hon. Members should suggest that we 
should tax everything because a man had 
to pay more for everything he used from 
his cradle to his cottin. These sugges- 
tions were embodied in this Amend- 
ment. They had been told by the 
right hon. Member for Kast Worcester- 
shire that this Amendment was moved 
for other purposes as well. These 
other purposes were to capture the free 
traders who still remained in the party. 
He had some doubts whether they would 
go so far as to oppose the Amendment, 
but after the purely protectionist speeches 
they had heard it was the duty of hon. 
Members who believed in free trade to 
vote. What are they afraid of? Per- 
sonally, he would not sit in this House 
one hour if he could not voice his opinion. 
Some of them might lose their seats, but 
at all events they would retain their 
honour.” 


*Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) 
said the Minister for Education had 
stated that the effect of the argument 
used by the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would be to tax the poor more 
and relieve the rich. In the absence of 
the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion, he would like to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he thought 
that all those legislative projects intro- 
duced by the President of the Board of 
Trade, the main object of which was to 
protect and defend the rights of British 
industries and British workmen, were 
tarred with the same brush, and tended 
towards injuring the poor and benefiting 
the rich. The right hon. Gentleman had 
alluded to the paucity and the meagre- 
ness of the concessions foreshadowed by 
the Australian Premier. He wished to 
state that the Australians had not had 


Mr. Lambton. 


{COMMONS} Bill. 700 


a proper chance of drawing up any out- 
lined scheme in consequence of the way 
in which they had been treated by the 
Government, because they were given 
plainly to understand beforehand that 
there was not even a shade of a shadow 
of a chance of the British Government, 
pledged as they were to the stutus quo of 
the present fiscal system, of even con- 
sidering any preferential arrangement 
that might be outlined by the Colonial 
Premiers. The Minister for Education 
had said that the arguments they used 
against accepting the Colonial terms 
would have been the very arguments 
the Colonies themselves would have used 
if we had asked them to change their 
fiscal policy. Did the right hon. Gentle 
man think the 334 per cent. preference 
which Canada gave to this country con 
stituted no derogation from the advan 
tages Canada would have received jf 
instead of doing that she had given that 
preference to the United States? Statis- 
tics proved conclusively that the granting 
of this preference to the Mother Country 
by Canada had had the effect, not only of 
checking the dwindling away of British 
trade with Canada, but it had enormously 
added to its volume and importance. 
How could they expect the Colonies to 
come forward with any cut and dried 
scheme when they knew that the Govern- 
ment were absolutely opposed to even 
the smallest departure from the basis of 
existing taxation? In every part of the 
country it had been argued that the 
Canadian preference would be of no adyan- 
tage to this country, and that it was given 
by Canada as a sort of attempt to extort 
further concessions from the Government. 
He thought the ascription of motives in 
this way was a very undesirable method 
to adopt even in regard to foreigners, 
but it was a still more undesirable course 
to pursue when dealing with a race of 
people of whom they were proud, and with 
whom they desired to carry on larger 
commercial relations. He looked upon 
this Budget as absolutely a Budget of 
despair. Not satisfied with the enormous 
revenue which the death duties and the 
income-tax at ls. in the £ produced, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer continued 
to pile onthe agony. He thought he was 
quite justified in asking whether in any 
of those countriés where democracy was 
in the ascendancy such taxes as those 
he had alluded to, so withering and 
blighting in their character, had been 
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sanctioned. It was quite obvious that 
hon. Geatlemen opposite had yet to learn 
that capital, unlike labour, was extremely 
fluid, and when they tried to crush it out 
of existence, it was then that its mobile 
character became apparent; it sought 
more congenial surroundings. And yet, 
with all these disquieting prospects before 
him, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
refused absolutely to turn to a perfectly 
legitimate and reliable source of taxation. 
For all his terrific onslaughts on every 
form of property, delivered and _fore- 
shadowed, what had the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to show ? A mere £2,000,000 
for some scheme of old age pensions that 
would cost at least £25,000,000. There 
was absolutely no demand for old age 
pensions from the prudent and thrifty 
amongst the members of friendly societies. 
In any scheme of old age pensions it was 
the personal contributory element which 
alone could free it from the stigma of 
pauperism and charity, and that feature 
was conspicuously absent from the scheme 
which had been put forward. 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of 
the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means under 
Standing Order No. &, further Proceeding 
was postponed without Question put. 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL CORPORATION 
BILL. (By ORDER.) 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. FERENS (Hall, FE.) moved to 
insert the following proviso to Clause 5: 
“ Provided also that no allowance shall be 
made for compulsory sale, but the arbitra- 
tor, arbitrators, or umpire, who shall de- 
termine such price or consideration (in this 
section called ‘the court’), may make such 
allowance as they think just for  re- 
coupment of any loss of interest pending 
reinvestment, as well as for the cost of re- 
investment, and for covering any costs, 
charges, and expenses (other than costs in 
curred in any arbiiration under this Act), 
which have been, or are likely to be, in- 
curred in consequence of the passing of 
this Act by the company or the stock- 
holders therein, and which ought, in the 
opinion of the court, to be borne by the 
corporation.” He said the gas supply of 
Hull had until recently been in the hands 
of three companies—the British Gas Light 


{13 May 1907} 


Corporation Bill. 702 
Company, the Kingston upon Hull Gas 
Company, and the East Hull Gas Com- 
pany. In addition to the gas under- 
taking, the corporation owned the water, 
the electric lighting, the electr.c power, 
and the tramway undertakings. Perhaps 
he was not exaggerating when he said that 
the tramway system was the best in 
the country. Those industrial under- 
takings had been so well managed 
by the corporation as to contribute 
to the reduction of the rates between 
£20,000 and £30,000 per annum. 
The East Hull Gas Company affected by 
this Bill were establish :d in 1846 and 
obtained their first Parliamentary powers 
in 1867. The Hull Corporation for many 
years had intended to purchase the East 
Hull Gas Company when the opportunity 
came. In the last session of Parliament 
the gas company promoted a Bill to 
enable them to raise a large sum of ad 
ditional capital and also to obtain further 
powers, to which it was not necessary to 
refer in detail. The corporation were 
not informed of the intended promotion 
of that Bill and were not aware of the 
promotion until after the last day fixed 
by the standing orders to take the first 
steps in the promotion of a Bill them 
selves, and were not, therefore, in a posi- 
tion to promote a Bill last year to 
purchase the company’s undertaking. 
They, however, opposed the company’s 
Bill upon the ground that they should 
have an opportunity ot purchasing the 
undertaking, and at their instance the 
Committee of the House of Commons to 
whom the Bill was referred, which was 
presided over by the hon. and gallant 
Member for the Abercromby Division, 
inserted a clause to the effect that if the 
corporation promoted a Bil in Parliament 
in the present session to enable them to 
purchase the undertaking nothing con- 
tained in last year’s Act should in any 
way prejudge or prejudice the question 
of purchase, and that if the corporation’s 
Bill became law, the value of the com- 
pany’s undertaking should not he enhanced 
or depreciated by the passing of last year’s 
Act. The corporation accordingly were 
promoting the present bill to empower 
them to purchase the undertaking, and 
they had, of course, obtained the neces- 
sary sanction of the ratepayers. The Bill 
proposed that in case the two parties 
concerned could not agree as to price it 
should be referred to arbitration in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the Lands 
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Clauses Acts, and, as was well known, 
these provisions were the most favourable 
from the point of view of the vendor. 
There was no provision whatever, in the 
Lands Clauses Acts requiring that any 
additional allowance should be given in 
respect of compulsory purchase, but the 
practice had been, and was now, quite 
settled under those Acts, where the 
subject matter of the purchase was lands 
or buildings, to make an addition to the 
sum awarded on the ground that the 
purchase was compulsory. The reasons 
given for this practice varied, but it was 
apparently generally recognised that there 
were two principal reasons, namely— 
(1) That there might be a difficulty in 
accurately determining the value of land 
which might have some dormant value 
not yet developed—some possible appre- 
ciation in value ; and (2) That where an 
owner was required against his will to 
part with land for which, owing to its hay- 
ing been in his family for years, or for 
other reasons, he might have an affection, 
something in the nature of solatium should 
be given tohim. The usual practice in the 
case of lands and buildings was to make an 
allowance which was probably never less 
and sometimes exceeded 10 per cent 
Neither of the foregoing reasons had any 
application in the case of the purchase of 
a gas undertaking, particularly such an 
undertaking as the one dealt with in the 
present Bill. In such a case as that, an 
experienced arbitrator, assisted on either 
side by valuers who were constantly dealing 
with questions of this kind, would have 
no difficulty in arriving at the true value 
ot the undertaking. ‘This was done by 
ascertaining from past experience what 
was the amount of maintainable profits 
which the company (having regard to the 
provisions limiting their profits) were 
entitled to distribute in the shape of 
dividends, and by multiplying the sum so 
arrived at by an appropriate number of 
vears purchase so that each shareholder 
could reinvest the money paid to him 
in other securities, equally safe, to 
produce exactly the same revenue. The 
dividend of the East Hull gas company was 
strictly limited to 7 per cent.,sothat there 
was no fluctuation on the shares. In such 
a case as this, there could be no dormant 
value and the true value could be ascer- 
tained with great exactitude. The first 
reason, therefore, for which the allowance 
was given in the case of lands did not 
apply. Moreover, the second reason that 
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' an allowance should be given as a solatium 


to the owner for parting with property 
for which he might have an affection, was 
hardly applicable in the case of a gas 
share. One could not well imagine any- 
one having a sentimental feeling for a gas 
share. Consequently, he submitted that 
the practice of making an allowance for 
compulsory purchase ought not to be 
applied in the case of the purchase of 
the present undertaking, and his Amend- 
ment accordingly proposed, in the first 
place, to exclude an allowance for com- 
pulsory purchase. In order, however, to 
treat the shareholders in the company 
quite fairly, the Amendment proceeded 
to provide that the arbitrators were to 
make such an allowance as they thought 
just for recoupment of any loss of interest 
pending reinvestment, for cost of re 
investment, and for certain other costs. 
Obviously it might take some time before 
the shareholder was able to reinvest the 
money which he received, and he might 
be put to some expense in the matter, 
and it was only fair that these circum- 
stances should be taken into consideration 
and a proper allowance made accordingly 
The provision was taken practically word 
tor word from Section 23, Sub-section (8), 
of the Metropolis Water Act, 1902, under 
which eight water companies’ under- 
takings in London were acquired by 
the Metropolitan Water Board. It would 
be remembered that that was a Govern 
ment Bill under the late Government, 
the late President of the Local Gover 
ment Board being responsible for it. 
It was a public Bill, but nevertheless 
it was referred to a Joint Select Com- 
mittee of the two Houses of Parlia- 
ment, and counsel were heard before 
the Committee on behalf of the Local 
Government Board and of the Water 
Companies. The question was, therefore, 
very adequately considered, and the 
clause was settled in a form which dealt 
fairly as between the ratepayers who were 
buying and the shareholders who were 
selling. He was not aware that any 
other precedent existed for the exact 
proposal now put forward, but in recent 
vears there had been several Acts which 
excluded allowance for compulsory pur 
chase, namely, the Tramways Act, 1870, 
Section 43, where dealing with the 
purchase of tramways ; the Electric Light 
ing Act, 1882, where dealing with the 
purchase of electric lighting undertakings ; 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
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1890, and the Local Government Act, 
i894, with reference to the purchase of | 
lands by parish councils or for the pur- 
poses of allotments. He submitted that 
the provision excluding compensation for 
compulsory purchase was particularly | 
applicable in the present case, because 
the shareholders would, in fact, receive 
from the corporation a good deal more 
than they had put into the concern. By 
their Act of 1867 the company 
were specially authorised to issue all 
their additional capital by auction 
or tender at the best price obtainable, 
but instead of adopting that course, 
and although the shares already issued 
were ai cousiderable premium, they 
had issued all additional capital to their 
own shareholders at par, practically, 
therefore, giving them a very considerable 
bonus. The proviso now proposed to be 
inserted was included in the original | 
Bill which passed the Second Reading, 
but was strack out by the Committee. 
Apparently the Committee objected 
to the provision, not on its merits, 
but on the ground that its insertion | 
would, in the absence of a precedent | 
in a bill to acquire a gas under- | 
taking, be beyond their powers. When 
the question was being discussed by 
the Hon. J. D. Fitzgerald, K.C., on 
behalf of the promoters, he was stating 
that the Committee were sitting there as 
“legislators,” when he was interrupted 
by the chairman, the hon. and learned | 
Member tor Rugby, who said- 





“Oh, no. It Vol came TO me as a legislator 
(1 am speaking now of course personally, and 
not at all as Chairman of this Committee) if 
you came to me as a Member of the House of 


Commons and asked me to vote for the Second 
Reading of a Bill proposing something of this 
kind, I should give you an entirely different 
answer to the answer that I should give you 
as a member of this Committee. As I under- 
stand, this Committee is bound by precedent 
and it is only entitled (as I understand the 
practice) to make a new precedent where a 
case of public necessity or of local necessity is 
made out.’ 

Moreover, in the announcement of the 
decision of the Committee in disallowing 
the proviso, the Chairman stated as 
follows— 

‘* Tf this clause were allowed, in the opinion 
of the Committee, it would be the ereation of 
precedent in the matter of compensation which 
they think, if it is to be created at all, must 
be created by Parliament itself in a public 
Bill.” 

He did not bring this Amendment 
forward in antagonism to the Police and 
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Sanitary Committee, but to give the 
House the opportunity of doing what the 
Committee felt was more than they ought 
to undertake. It was a very important 
matter and this was the only opportunity 
the House would have of considering the 
If it were necessary to do so 
for the present purposes, it might, with 
all respect to the Police and Sanitary 
Committee, be well contended that the 
Committee had under-rated their powers. 
They were an unusually large and ex- 
ceptionally strong Committee, and they 
should, he suggested, not hesitate to 
create a precedent if it were necessary to 
do so, in order that justice might be 
done; and he further submitted that 
justice would not be done as between 
the ratepayers of Hull and gas con- 


| sumers on the one hand, and the share- 


holders in the company on the other 
hand, if the proviso were not inserted. 
Accepting, however, for the moment, the 
view of the Committee that a precedent 
was necessary, it was submitted that such 
precedent was clearly provided by the 
Metropolis Water Act. ‘The only possible 
distinction between the two cases was that 
in the London case the shareholders were 
making their income from the supply of 
water, and that here the shareho ders in 
the company were making their income 


|from supplying gas. This could not 


possibly affect the question as to whether 


ithe shareholders were to receive at the 


hands of the ratepayers more than the full 
value of their shares, together with such a 


‘sum as might be necessary to enable them 


to re-invest the purchase money without 
loss. Apart from the London precedent, 
there were also the Housing of the 
Vorking Classes Act and other puolic 
Acts. Moreover, Committees of Parlia- 
ment were constantly modifying the 
Lands Clauses Acts, and in each case 
where this was done for the first time, a 
precedent was created “in the matter 
of compensation.” For example —one of 
the principles of the Lands Clauses Acts 
was that the sum to be paid for the 
land was the value thereof to the 
vendor and that no deduction could be 
made in respect of any improved value 
which might attach to other lands held 
by him by reason of the execution of the 
improvement for which the lands were 
acquired. This principle was frequently 
put aside by Committees by the insertion 
of a provision to the effect that the 
ribunal were to take into account any 
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increase in value to the lands retained, 


which would result from the proposed ! 


works. Further, the Land Clauses Acts 


prohibited the compulsory acquisition ; 
Committees } 


of part only of a house. 
were constantly excluding this provision 


and allowing part of a house to be, 


acquired. Again the Lands Clauses 
Acts provided that in all cases the 


vendor was entitled to his costs unless 
the purchaser made an offer of a sum 
not less than that ultimately awarced. 
Committees frequently modified this pro- 
vision so as to deprive the vendor of his 
costs if he did not give to the purchaser 
adequate information. Further, 
the Lands Clauses Acts the value of the 
property sold was ascertained as on the 
date on which notice to treat was given, 
so that the vendor could erect buildings 
and create new interests in the property 


between the date of the passing of the | 
Act and the service of the notice and thus | 
increase the purchase money. Committees | 


frequently amended this provision also 


by providing that no such buildings | 
erected or interests created after a 


fixed date before the passing of the 
Act were to be allowed for. In 
those cases, it would be observed, the 
Lands Clauses Acts were amended, and 
precedents in each case were created in 
regard to compensation for land, ; 
matter to which the Lands Clauses Acts 
were intended to apply. 
more could a 
Acts when applying them to the 
purchase of a gas undertaking, a subject 
matter to which they were not intended 
in the first instance to apply. It should 
be stated that when the Committee 
decided that the preamble of the Bill 
was proved, the gas company, in order 
to have their hands free to deal with the 
whole matter in the House of Lords, 
withdrew, and took no part in the dis- 
cussion upon the clauses. He could but 
believe that his Amendment would meet 
with the approbation of the Committee, 
and he, with confidence, commended it 
to the favourable consideration of the 
House. 


Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central), 
in seconding, said that personally he had 
no quarrel with the action of the Com- 
mittee. The Committee had acted 
strictly within the restrictions which 
Parliament had imposed upon them, and 
if they had gone outside the pre- 


Mr. Ferens. 


under | 


So much the | 
Committee modify the | 
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;cedents they would not have acted in 
accordance with the usual custom of the 
j House. But they were now in a 
ditferent atmosphere ; they had left the 
atmosphere of the Committee and come 
‘down to that of the House of Commons, 
which, in these respects, was said to be 
omnipotent. It was not the business of 
the Committee to create precedents ; that 
was the business of the House. He was 
not asking the House of Commonsto inflict 
any slur on any Committee of the House 
of Commons; but he was asking the 
House to make a precedent. The posi 
tion here was that the gas company was 
being bought out by the corporation of 
Hull. Everybody knew how corporations 
were bled by private companies in thes: 
circumstances, which prevented the muni 
'cipalities carrying out 
| which they desired to do. This gas 
conipany were absolutely prohibited by 
their Act from receiving more than 7! 
| per cent. dividend on their stock. Why 
|on earth should they get a premium o: 
{their shares over and above the full 


IMMTOV ements 


| equivalent fora7J per cent. stock, merel) 
because the shares were handed over 
from one person to ancther? On whom 
would the loss fail? On the ratepayers, 
who were the consumers of the gas, and 
who would have consequently to pay 
more for their gas. He was the last man 
in the world who would advocate any 
thing that would derogate from the rights 
of property; but he denied that the 
} 


1a 

1 ° 

| shareholders of the gas company should 
| 

| 

| 

| 





receive more than the fair equivalent of 

profits provided tor them in their original 

| Act of Parliament. The precedent had 

been quoted of the Metropolitan Water 

Board, but that pablie Bill, 

and no doubt could- not be adduced as an 
' 
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| 

largument in regard to this 
| Was & private measure. 
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' 
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Amendment proposed— 


after the word 


‘In page 6, line 17, 
Provided 


‘contained,’ to insert the words 
also that no allowance shall be made for com- 
pulsory sale, but the arbitrator, arbitrators, or 
umpire, who shall determine such price or 
consideration (in this section called ‘the 
court’), may make such allowance as they 
think just for recoupment of any loss of inte) 
est pending reinvestment, as well as for the 
cost of reinvestment, and for covering any 
costs, charges, and expenses (other than costs 
incurred in any arbitration under this Act), 
| which have been, or are likely to be, incurred 
in consequence of the passing of this Act by 
the company or the stockholders therein, and 
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which ought, in the opinion of the court, to be 
borne by the corporation.’ ”—(Mr. rerens.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
vers ty) said he opposed the Amendment 
because he considered it a dangerous pre- 
cedent that ought not to be followed. 
There was no reason why municipalities 
should not pay 10 per cent. more for 
property taken by them compulsorily for 
municipal trading purposes when other 
people had to pay that 10 per cent, 
weurding to long-established principles. 


Mr. GEORGE ROBERTS (Norwich) 
thought the Amendment involved a very 
important principle, and that no injustice 
was involved in it at all, because the 
holders of the present stock were 
practically guaranteed in regard to their 
dividend if their business was transferred 
to the corporation. He did not see why a 
public body when they had to buy 
should pay a 10 per cent. increase in 
price in consequence of compulsory 
purchase. They had to look after the 
interest of the public. He thought the 
Amendment was in the direction of 
enabling municipalities to acquire an 
undertaking on fair terms and to con 
duct the undertaking on business lines. 
He therefore associated himself with the 
Amendment. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) said the speech which the hon. 
Member had just delivered was an 
admirable one in favour of the alteration 
of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Acts, 
but it was not a speech which showed 
that they should break an established 
rule of the House. That was the 
principle which lurked behind the 
Amendment which had been moved. 
There was no precedent for such a 


provision as the Amendment proposed in | 


regard to a gas undertaking being 
inserted hy a Committee. The practice 
ot allowing something for compulsory 
purchase had been applied to every 
case of gas or water purchase that 


had come before the House, except 
that of the Metropolis Water Act, 
which counsel for the corporation 


admitted, before the Committee over 
which he presided, was an exceptional 
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‘ase, and was a public Act. He did not 
say that there might not be a case for 
alteration, but if the practice were altered 
it should be done by a public Bill, which 
could be fully considered by the House 
and the Government. 


*Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R., 
3uckrose) quite agreed that the Commit- 
tee had no power to make any alteration 
in the ordinary practice or to make this 
newdeparture. The House itself, however, 
had full power to do so according to the 
precedent in the case of the London 
Water Companies, and therefore he sup- 
ported the Amendment, which would give 
to the shareholders all they were entitled 
to and ensure that justice was done he- 
tween them and the corporation. There- 
fore in the interests of all concerned he 
had great pleasure in supporting the 
Amendment. 


*Sin) FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
said he did not think such a case of hard- 
ship had been made out in this case as 
would lead to the House departing from its 
precedent in these matters. He viewed 
with some alarm the setting up of 
such claims by corporations who, though 
representing the ratepayers in some 
degree, also had a somewhat fiduciary 
capacity. An argument which had not 
been sufficiently considered in this case 
was the great inconvenience and _ loss 
that fell upon those who had to sell 
under these compulsory powers. It 
must be borne in mind that money 
could not be reinvested without ex- 
pense, without risk, or without trouble, 
labour, and anxiety for which some com- 
pensavion ought to be paid. On that 
ground alone there ought to be some 
allowance, though he did not say 
what the allowance ought to be in 
this case. He hoped the House would 
support the Committee in what they had 
done. He agreed that the House was 
paramount in these matters, but they 
must bear in mind that the Committees 
gave much anxious labour to these in- 
quiries, and that they created precedents 
not on their own initiative, but only after 
consideration of case after case and after 
years of experience ; and the House could 
not expect Members to devote their time 
to this work in Committee unless their 
decisions were treated with the highest 
respect. If the hon. Gentleman went to 
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a division he would be obliged to vote 
against the Amendment. 


Kingston-upon-Hull 


Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.) said he was not so wedded to pre- 
cedent that he would not depart from it, 
but before he did so he would have to 
have a strong case and good reason shown 
for it in order that a revised precedent 
might be laid down for the future. If 
the House accepted the Amendment he 
did not think it would ever become a pre- 
cedent for the Houses of Parliament. 
One case only had been quoted, and that 
was not on all fours with the case before 
the House. He had heard cases of this 
kind argued many times, and the case in 
which the allowance for compulsory 
purchase appeared to him to be rather 
hard was when a corporation was seek- 
ing compulsory powers, not for the 
purpose of a profitable undertaking, but 
for the purposes of public health ; where 
it Was often a case of buying insanitary 
property and pulling it down for the 
benefit of the public health and the general 
welfare of the people. It might be quite 
right and fair to throw over a 
cedent of 
that it ought to be done only by a 
public Bill and after buyers and sellers 
had had ample notice that those would be 
the conditions under which they would 
treat. 
this matter, 


#Mk. C. NICHOLSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Doncaster), as a member of the 
Committee which considered this Bill 


said he supported the action that that 
Committee had taken. His experience 
was short, but he did not think the House 
liked any sudden interruption or altera- 
tion of the practice and custom upon 
which the Committees acted. Therefore 
he thought the Committee were quite 
right in striking out this particular 
He, however, thought there was 
too much reverence paid to precedents 
and too little consideration given to the 
time and circumstances under which they 
were created. The difficulty was to 
consider where the line should be drawn 
and what precedents should be regarded, 
and what ought to be left to the considera- 
tion of the House. In this case in his 
opinion the Committee were quite right. 
The question raised here was whether 


clause. 


the Committee ought to make a new | 


Sir Francis Powell. 
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pre- | 
this kind, but he contended | 


He supported the Committee in 
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rule for compensation in dealing with 
matters by private Bill. There was no 
doubt if that was once granted this pro- 
vision would be inserted in every Bill 
of a like character that came before the 
Committee. I[t was, therefore, desirable 
that the House should consider and 
decide once and for all which principle 
should be adopted. He thought the 


line ought to be drawn _ between 
the purchase of land and property 
and the purchase of undertakings 
in which the interest of — those 


concerned was purely financial. A person 
who was compelled to part with his 
house was entitled to more consideration 
than a man who sold a commercial 
undertaking, because it made very little 
difference to a shareholder, whose interests 
had alone been changed, whereas 
round a man’s house there were many 
interests of a personal cha which 
had grown up from association which 
could not be measured by a money 
compensation. He therefore hoped the 
House would allow this clause to stand. 
He should oppose the Amendment 


racter 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) 
said that so far as he could see the question 
before the House was whether in this 
particular Bill under the particular air- 
cumstances of the ¢ the House 
should sanction a complete abandon- 
ment of the practice that had hitherto 
unanimously been imposed on the 
Committees by the for sixty 
vears. That was a considerable proposal 
to make to the Honse. Surely, if they 
were going to funda- 
mental change it ought to be done by 
a Bill before a full House, when all the 
reasons for and against it could be fully 
weighed. What was here asked was a 
complete reversal of the practice and 
procedure of the House, which had 
continued for sixty years, and the intro- 
duction of a dangerous and far-reaching 
principle into the consideration of private 
Bills. The precedent of the Water 
Board Bill had been referred to, but that 
was no precedent at all. The Water 
Board Bill was a public Bill ; and then, 
again, the state of atfairs with regard to 
the water companies of London was that 
for years they had_ been threatened 
bodies ; Bills had been brought in and 
had been rejected ; and these companies 
had lived for years on the understanding 
that they were to be bought out. He 
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713 Kingston-upon-Hull 
did not know what might be the 
circumstances of Kingston-upon-Hull, but 
he took leave to say that the position 
of this particular gas company was 
entirely different from that of the London 
water companies in regard to purchase. 


There was no precedent for this very 


large change, which he _ confidently 
submitted to the House ought not to 


be introduced into their ancient practice. 
The existing principle was well estab- 


lished ; everybody knew what it meant ; 
it was to leave these matters to the 
vood sense of the arbitrator on the 
understanding that an allowance 
would be made, usually 10 per cent. 
for compulsory disturbance, — reim- 
bursement for losses, and so forth. 
It might well be that vendors had been 
awarded undue profits by arbitrators, but 
if that were so it was, after all, due to 


juman nature, which doubtless tenanted 
} ure, which doubt 


the breast of an arbitrator as that of 
any other person, and it might be that 
at times he dealt tenderly with those 
who were compulsorily turned out ot 
their properties. But, notwithstanding 
those grounds, no single reason had been 
shown why the House should depart 


from an ancient practice in favour of this 
Bill. 


THE LOCAL 
(Mr. JoHN 


PRESIDENT oF 
BOARD 


*T HI 
GOVERNMENT 


Burns, Battersea) said it was perhaps 
natural that hon. Gentlemen represent- 
ing the borough of Hull should ask 


for exceptional treatment for that town ; 
and, it it were done in the right way, at 
the right time, and with 
perhaps more could be said for 





reasonable 
notice, 
their clain 
existing circumstances. 
before the House was struck out of the 
Bill by the Committee, notwithstanding 
which the Member for Hull persisted in 
appealing to the House to do what the 
proper tribunal, after reviewing all the 
tacts, had declined to do. The common 
iorm in all private Bills for the acquisi- 
tion of properties was the application of 
the Lands Clauses Act. This had been 
followed in all cases since 1845 exce pt in 
the very exceptional case of the London 
Water Act. But that precedent did not 
ipply to this case, as the London Water 
Act was a public Act for which the 
Ministry of the day took responsibility, 
and which dealt with interests of vast 
magnitude. 


The proposal now 
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to this Bill every other private Bill before 
the House ought to be similarly treated, 
and even if that were done it would not 
meet the case of Bills already passe: 
which would have lost the advantage of 
the Amendment. Why should Hull get 
unique treatment by way of a private 
Bill? It was hardly fair that the parties 
interested in this Bill should receive treat- 
ment as if the Lands Clauses Act had been 
varied by a public Bill—a course which 
at that moment they were not capable of 
adopting. The precedents of which the 
two hon. Members had spoken were 
not of the character which they had in- 
dicated. In the case of Housing Bills 
the principle of the Lands Clauses had 
either to be varied or modified or set 
aside, and that could only be done where 
the House approved of it. Where public 
bodies asked for lands to be taken away 
for public purposes it was done by public 


Corporation Bill. 


Bill. Tho Lands Clauses Acts had been 
set aside, and Michael Angelo Taylor's 
Act also, to enable them to vary the 


Lands Clauses principle, and the general 
principle in regard to acquiring property, 
but all that had been done by public 
Bill. And he put it to the supporters 
of the extension of municipal ownership, 
and of municipal trading, that to vary 
these well-established conditions under 
which all municipalities had auto 
matically acquired properties, and trading 
concerns taken over from private hands, 
would be to create a precedent which 


he believed would be dangerous, and 
for this reason: he thought that the 


Lands Clauses practice might be too 
it might be onerous, as it 
occasionally was to intending purchasers ; 
but if it was to be altered they ought 
either to alter the Standing Orders of 
the House, or else amend by Bill the 
Lands Clauses Act. If that were to be 


generous ; or 


done, as it might perhaps have to be 
done, it would facilitate the transfer of 


monopolies and other interests to munici- 
palities. No one could accuse him of 
being indifferent to the interests of 
ieidinelities on the contrary, few men 
in so short a life had done more to 
transfer great concerns from private 
hands to public bodies. He had always 
believed in it. We were all collectivists 
by compensation nowadays—he had 
adhered to that view because he thought 


it the line of least resistance. But if 
they embarked upon a_ public policy 
than in a_ public Bill 
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voted by both Houses, they would make 
the task of the acquisition of private 
properties by public bodies more difficult 
in the future than it was now. If they 
were going to make the condition of 
transfer less onerous to public bodies 
and less generous to private concerns, 
that was a strong argument in favour 
of the view that any such step as the 
alteration of their Standing Orders, or 
the modification or abolition of the 
Lands Clauses provision ought only to be 
made on the responsibility of the 
Government, so that everybody con- 
cerned could go into the matter with the 
whole of the facts before them. That 
issue should not be determined merely 
because two Members of a municipality 
were anxious to get favourable terms 
for their locality, but should be decided 
by a public Bill, brought in on the 
responsibility of the Minister. The post 
of office frequently meant the firing line 
of duty, and it was his duty as the 


Kingston-upon-Hull 
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Minister partly responsible for this 
branch of public affairs, in the interests 
of fair and just treatment for all muni- 
cipalities, to say that it would be against 
public policy to have on this particular 
subject a snatch vote which would recoil 
on the old policy of municipalities being 
allowed to acquire and retain powers 
which they were anxious to possess. He 
asked that there should be some reason- 
able continuity in these matters; the 
best thing to do was to adhere to the 
old policy which had been adopted for 
the last sixty years. If that policy was 
to be altered it should be done fairly and 
justly by the Government at the instance 
of a Minister responsible to the House 
and not in the way now proposed by the 
hon. Member for Hull. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 73, Noes, 
123. (Division List No. 166.) 


AYES. 


Baker. Josepha.( Finsbury, E.) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Brace, William 

Brooke. Stopford 

Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Crooks, William 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) | 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) | 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 

Dunean, C. (Barrow-in-Furness | 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Greenwood, Hamar ( York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton. Richard ” 
Hedges. A. Pacet (YGrady, J. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hodge. John 
Hogan, Michae! 
Horniman, Emsli 
Hudson, Walter 
Jenkins, J. 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 


Kettle. Thomas 
Kilbride, Denis 


Lea, Hugh Cecil 
Lehmann, R. C. 


Macdonald, J. M 


Murphy, John 


Nolan, Joseph 


(Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, 


John 
Pickersgill, Edw 


Radford, G. H. 


Kekewich, Sir George 

Michael 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
(St. Pancras, E. 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 

. (Falkirk B’ghs | 
MacVeigh.Charles (Donegal. E. ) 
WCallum, John M. 
Monev, L. G. Chiozza 


Nicholson, CharlesN.(Doneast’r | 


Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid | 


(Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. | 


Philipps.Col. Ivor (S’thampton) 


Price, C. E. (Edinb’ gh, Central) 


Rendall, Athelstan 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh 
Roberts, G. H. (Norw 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Rogers, F. E. Newm 
Rowlands, J. 
Scott, A. H.( Ashton 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Steadman, W. C. 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

| Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Pl s 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 
White, J. D. (Dumb 
White, Luke (York, E.R. 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 


*mpt’n 


Parker, James (Halifax) 


| Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
P. J. Wood, T. M’ Kinnon 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
ard Hare Ferens and Sir Henry Sey- 
mou’ King. 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood.Rt. Hn SirAlex. F. Barn vd, E. Bh. 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Ashley, W. W. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) | 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G.( Winchester | 
Barker, John 


Mr. Purns. 


Bell, Richard 


Berridge, T. H. 


Barlow. Percy ( Bedford) 
Beach. Hon. MichaelHugh Hicks | 


Benn,SirJ. Williams (Devonpr’t 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Dz 

Bertram, Julius 


Boulton, A. C. F. 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
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Buxton. Rt. Hn.Sydney Charles 
Cairns Thomas 

Cawley. Sir Frederiek 

Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
(Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
(Corbett.A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
(Corbett. CH(Sussex, E Grinst’d) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig. Captain.JJames(Down,E. ) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Davies. David( Montgomery Co. 
Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont. George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber. G. H. (Boston) 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher. J. S. 





Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Glendinning, R. G. | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hardy, (reorge A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth. Cecil B. (Wore’r) 


Hemmerde, Edward George 
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Hunt, Rowland 

Jackson, R.S. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M’Crae, George 

M’ Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
Magnus, Sir Phiiip 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln ) 
Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alport 

Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 
Murnaghan, George 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 

Nuttall, Harry 

O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
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Rawlinson, John Frederick Peel 
Xea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, John H. ( Denbighs. ) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

tose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Waiter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Simon, John Allsebrook 
Stanger, H. Y. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Wason, John Catheart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. %. ; 
Watt. Henry A. 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 





Henderson.J.M.( Aberdeen, H. ) 
Hervey. F. W.F. (BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. | 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holt, Richard Durning 
Hoope: A. G. ] 


Pease, J. 


Randles, Sir J 


Bill to be read the third me. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Postponed Proceeding on Amendment 
to Question, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
a second time” :— 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 
end of the (Juestion, and add the words ‘ip 
the opinion cf this House, the financial needs 
of the country, as disclosed in the Budget 


e 





A. (Satfron Walden) 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E. B.( Bradford, E. ) 
in Scurrah 


} 


| 
| 
| 
| 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Corrie Grant and Mr. J. W 
Wilson. 


like labour was one of the raw materials 


without which industries decayed 
and manufacturers ceased to ttourish. 


Furthermore capital represented the 
very life-blood of a normal and 
progressive expansion of all forms of 
industrial and commercial activity. 


| When the attack made on capital reached 
}the straining point he submitted that 


| that 


statement of Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, | 


require that the basis of taxation should be 
broadened in order that the anomalies and 
hardships inseparable from the present high 
rate of particular taxes may be diminished, 
the revenue necessary for the public service 
and f-r social reform raised with fairme-s to 
all classes of the community, and our fiscal 
sy-tem adapted to the present condition of 


Chamberlain)—instead thereof, resumed. 


Qnestion again proposed. 


*Str EDWARD SASSOON, continuing 
his speech, said he had alluded to a dis- 
similarity between capital and labour. 
He would now indicate a point at which 


’ 


they converged and assimilated. Capital 





policy became industrially in- 
expedient and wasteful and economic- 
ally ineapable of being defended. 
His hon. friend the Member for Durham 
had asked why we should make any 
alteration in our fiscal system. Might 


he venture to submit one or two reasons ! 


After two years of unexampled prosperity 
at home, with abounding wealth, with an 
overflowing Treasury, with millionaires 


| shuffling off this mortal coil in order to 
national and Imperial trade.’”—(Mr. Austen | 


replenish the Treasury, with magnificent 
trade returns, with abnormal receipts 


from the coinage of — silver—with 
all these phenomenal aids to our 
financial resources, what had _ the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer done? He 
was going in for abnormally high taxes 
on articles of food and non-alcoholic 
beverages. In the case of tea 974 per 
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cent. of the commodity came to us from 
India and Ceylon, where the cultivation of 
the plant gave employment to upwards 
of 2,000,000 natives. That article was 
taxcd tu the extent of between 75 and 
100 per cent. Sugar, coffee and tobacco 
were taxed up to the hilt without mercy 
or remorse. Not a single penny had 
been devoted to the relief of the con- 
sumers of these articles. The income tax 
was maintained at the level of a war 
tax; and this, notwithstanding that 
there had been considerable reductions in 
expenditure which might lead—he hoped 
they would not—to the weakening of our 
military and naval defences. If these 
were the straits to which the public purse 
was reduced now, it might not be un- 
reasonable to ask what would be the case 
when a cycle of lean and unprofitable 
years came round, as it inevitably must. 
The coal tax, which was abolished light 
heartedly, was bringing in millions of 
money and he thought it was capable of 
mathematical proof that the bulk of it 
was paid by the foreign consumer. The 
supply of the particular class of coal ex- 
ported was absolutely limited, and if the 
tax operated in restraint of trade, would 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer have 
been in a position to say that during 
the last eight months of the currency of 
the tax, when it was altogether to the 
advantage of the foreign purchaser to 
postpone his orders, no less than £800,000 
was received over and above the amount 
budgeted for? That almost conclusively 
proved that a considerable portion of the 
tax was paid by the consumer. As to the 
registration duty on corn, nobody had 
ever attempted to show that it had the 
slightest effect on the price of bread. Did 
hon. Members opposite believe that a small 
tax of that description, allowing Colonial 
corn to come in free, would not have the 
effect of enabling the Colonies to send in 
larger and larger proportion most of the 
food-stuffs the country needed ? Surely 
this was not a Party question { [Cries of 
“Hear, hear.”] Hon. Gentlemen said 
“hear, hear,” but the tariff reform party 
had done all they possibly could to keep 
this question out of the turmoil of Party 
politics. Hon. Gentlemen opposite had 
rather stood in the way of that being done, 
The Colonial Premiers had said in words 
that left no room for ambiguity that the 
one thing which they desired above all 
was to trade with the Mother Country, 
and to have preferences with the Mother 


Sir Edward Sassoon. 
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country, rather than to seek advan- 
tageous commercial alliances with the 
foreigner. The President of the Board 
of Trade had, in the legislative measures 
for which he was responsible, shown 
great perception in safeguarding the 
interests of British industry. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would continue 
on that wholesome path, but if the Party 
opposite refused to redress the inequali- 
ties in our financial system, and to bring 
it into line with the requirements of 
modern industry, the burden of that task 
would be cheerfully undertaken by the 
Unionist Party. {MINISTERIAL cries of 
“When?”] As soon as they had the 
opportunity, and that might not be so 
long as hon. Members thought. They 
would endeavour to pave the way forindus- 
trial freedom throughout the length and 
breadth of the dominions of the Crown. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): I will endeavour to meet some 
of the points adumbrated by the two right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. I listened with 
great interest to their speeches, and | 
confess that I was more interested in 
what they did not say than in the policy 
which either of them proposed. Of 
course, the Amendment intends, as far as 
possible, to bring together hon. Members 
who hold the various opinions which are 
known to exist on the other side of the 
House in regard to the fiscal question. 
We did, however, expect, and | think 
we were entitled to expect when 
a solemn Amendment of this sort is 
brought forward, some light and leading 
on the question ; but, as far as I am con- 
cerned, I must say that I have derived 
no light and no leading from the speeches 
of the right hon. Gentlemen. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for St. 
George’s, Hanover Square, dealt almost 
entirely with the question of preference, 
and not really with the question before 
the House. I heartily endorse all that 
was said by my right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Education on 
this matter. We desire to be friendly 
towards the Colonies, and, indeed, both 
sides of the House, and all parties in the 
country, have the same object in view, 
though they do not see eye to eye in 
regard to the mode in which it is to be 
carried out. I think the right hon. 
Gentleman has conceded the whole posi- 
tion of the Government. He admitted 
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that after the last election it would be | 
practically impossible for the Government | 
to grant the full preference for which | 
some of the Colonies are asking. He 
suggested that we might have met the 
Colonies in regard to the existing sources 
of taxation; but though that ‘night in 
substance have been a minor matter, in 


principle it would have been exactly the | 


same, and the demand for further preter- 
ence would have been practically over- 
whelming. It has been represented that 
it is inconsistent to reject preference 
between the Mother Country and the 
Colonies and to assist it between the 
Colonies themselves. But the two cases 
are very different. The Colonies are pro- 
tectionist countries, and it is, therefore, 
natural that the Government 
encourage them to make preferential 
arrangements between themselves, be- 
cause any such arrangement is a mitiga- 
tion of the protectionist system to which 
they are subject, and tends towards 
free trade within the Empire. There is 
nothing inconsistent in encouraging inter- 
colonial preference, while at the same 
time we are not able to accept it for 
ourselves. If the House will allow me, I 
want to deal with what, 


should | 





after all, is the | 


basis of this Amendment, and with what | 
was the whole gist and substance of the | 


argument of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Worcestershire, 
namely, the question ought we, or ought 
we not, to enlarge and broaden the basis 
of our taxation! I thought the right hon. 
Gentleman would tell us exactly how he 
proposed to broaden the basis of taxation, 
especially as he spoke with the authority 
of an Ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer 
who has studied these things very care- 
fully. I think we were entitled to hear 
from him a clear and concrete alternative 
tothe present Budget. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for St. George’s 
Division said it was not necessary to go 
into details ; 


are everything. It is no use suggesting 
that we should broaden the basis of 


taxation unless you are going to show in 
detail, in pounds, shillings, and pence, 
where you are going to get the revenue 
irom, and how you are going to relieve 
the present taxpayers from some of the 
hardens which they have to suffer. It is 
avery old method of argument to say 
that the doctor should not prescribe until 
he is called in; but when right hon. 


but in this matter details | 


Gentlemen are proposing to alter the, 
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| down in black and white exactly 


Bill. 


whole fiscal system of the country, I think 
we are entitled to ask on this occasion 
what it is they actually propose. What 
we have suffered from so much in the 
fiscal controversy is, in the first place, 
that right hon. and hon. Gentlemen on 
the other side cannot be got to agree 
among themselves ; and, in the second 
place, that they cannot be induced to set 
what 
they propose for the improvement of the 
trade and commerce in the country. 
I am entitled to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman what are his definite pro- 
posals for the improvement of the trade 
and commerce ot the country, and for 
obtaining an increased revenue. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that he and 
his friends are going to produce them, 
but they have not done so yet. So far as 


re 
(223 


I am concerned I deny altogether the 
premisses on which the right hon. 


Gentleman’s argument is founded—that 
our present system of taxation has 
broken down. [ do not think we want 
to broaden the basis of taxation; we 
may be quice content with the existing 
fiscal system. The right hon. Gentle- 
man drew a very gloomy picture of the 
finances of the country and said that 
they were in a parlous way. But if we 
take the last two years it will be found 
that there have been remissions of taxa- 
tion to the extent of some millions, and, 
the National Debt has been reduced by 
no less than £25,000,000. We are 
told by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham that our 


export trade is going. It has not 
| gone ; it is increasing; and remember- 


ing what the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
did last year and this, | doubt whether 
our finances have been for many years in a 


sounder condition than at present. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


St. George’s, Hanover Square, quoted Sir 
George Lewis that there ought to be a 
large number of taxes on a large number 
of articles, each producing a comparatively 
small sum; but my recollection is that 
Mr. Gladstone made short work of that 
argument, and that the whole House 
wason the side of Mr. Gladstone, and 
not on that of Sir George Lewis. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member fcr 
Kast Worcestershire seemed, in a_ halt 
hearted way, tosuggest a tax on the import 
of foreign manufactured articles ; but the 
Leader of the Opposition. while in favour 
of preference, has hitherto said that he 
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was opposed to any tax which would be Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: That is 


at all in the nature of a protective duty, 
Well, a ten per cent. duty on manu- 
factured goods may be a very low duty, 
but clearly it must be more or less of a 
protective duty. If a duty of that kind 
were imposed, I find that the total num- 
ber of articles which would be taxed 
would amount to between 200 and 300. 
In time of war taxes were imposed upon 
coal, corn and sugar. Two of these 
duties have been taken off, and probably 
the third will disappear as soon as it is 
not desirable for the purpose of our 
present finances. I think our present 
fiscal system, which has grown up gradu- 
ally, is the right basis on which we ought 
to levy our taxes. It has been growing 
up since 1843, and came to fruition in 
1860, and under it, by confining the 
taxes to a few articles of general con- 
sumption, no impediment is imposed on 
trade, while the cost of collection is 
While 


others 


minimum. 
while 


reduced to a many 


duties have gone, have 
been greatly reduced, and none has been 
added, the Customs and Excise, which 
in 1860 produced forty-two millions, now 
produces sixty-two millions. This is a 
sufficient testimony to the advantage of 
the present system of taxation. In the 
late war, moreover, the present system 
provided the means by which taxation 
was easily raised. I do not know how 
far the Mem- 
ber for St. George's agrees with his right 
hon. friend about the ten per cent. on 
manufactured but they both 


advocated preference, and we all know 


ight hon. Gentleman the 


gx ods ; 


| 
| 


that preference can only be given by im- | 


posing a tax on corn, wheat, bread, butter, 
and other articles of daily consumption, 
and it is proposed with that money to 
reduce the taxation on tobacco, tea and 
sugar. I will ask the right hon. Gentle 
man whether it is better to have a tax on 
We hear 
a good deal about a free breakfast table ; 
but the right hon. Gentleman proposes to 
attack the dinner table of the working 
man. 


six articles instead of on three. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
promise of a free breakfast table has been 
untulfilled up to the present mument. 

Mr. Sydney Buston. 


} 





due tu the £240,000,000 which the late 
Government put upon the expenditure 
for war purposes. The only point of the 
right hon. Gentleman out of which I can 
make an exact and concrete proposition is 
that he is very anxious, as his leader 
was the other day, that the shilling 
income-tax should be reduced. I do not 
deny for one moment that a shilling 
income-tax is a very high figure, but | 
do not think it should be forgotten that 
that shilling income-tax will be borne by 
only a few persons, and by no one with 
an income under £2,000. If the present 
Budget goes through those below £2,000, 
to the number of half a million or so, will 
be relieved. Although I do not deny 
that a shilling income-tax is a heavy 
duty, still I do not agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman that it is a tax 
which weighs very heavily upon the trade 
and industry of this country, whereas all 
the proposals of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite for broadening the basis of 
will fall in 
the consumer. And 
be prepared to say that it would be de- 
sirable that the 
reduced, I say it should not be reduced 
in such a manner as to alter the relation 


taxation some Way on 


while | should 


income-tax should be 


between direct and indirect taxation. In 
other words, it ought not to be reduced 
unless the indirect taxation is also pro- 
portionately reduced. [do not think it 
isa right thing that the income-tax payer 
should be relieved at the expense of the con- 
sumer of articles of general consumption. 
The right hon. Gentleman makes three 
proposals for the broadening of the basis 
of taxation; first, retaliation, secondly, 
preference, and, thirdly, the taxation of 
Retalia- 


tion will give us no relief ; but it is said 


foreign manutactured goods. 


by the Leader of the Opposition that he 
only asks for retaliation in case it is 
necessary to use it, and he merely wants 
it because the threat of retaliation will 
make other countries give way in regard 
to their tariffs. Obviously there is no 
revenue to be derived from retaliation, 
and therefore we are left with the question 
of preference. What amount of revenue 
does the right hon. Gentleman expect to 
get from preferences which are going to 
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do the evils to which I have referred ? 
He says they will not touch raw 
materials. Iam surprised at that, because 
the right hon. Gentleman says that an 
additional preference tax on corn, meal, 
and butter will not really add to the 
price to the consumer; and what is 


true of wheat, meal, and _ butter, 
must be equally true with regard 
to raw materials But it is not the 


fact that hon. Gentlemen opposite are 
willing to withdraw raw materials from 
taxation. I do not believe you can 
carry on a legitimate and systematic 
system of preference unless you tax 
the raw material of industries, The right 
hon. Member for St. George’s said you 
cannot expect in these matters mathemati- 
eal precision ; but what we say is that if 
it is true, as we are told it is, that the 
only way to keep the Empire together is 
by these commercial bonds in addition to 
others, they will not help us very much in 
together. 


the Empire Some 


the Empire cannot benefit if 


keeping 
parts of 
tax raw materials, and if we 
other Colonies 


we do not 
are going to lose our 
becatiso we will not give them preference, 
[am afraid it is a very bad look-out for 
the Cape. The proposal is to put a duty 
on articles of large consumption, such as 
corn, meat and butter. The right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham estimated 
that that would produce about £4,400,000 
a year. That does not seem very much 
among all these claimants to whom the 
right hon. Gentleman has referred. But 
even so, what is he going to do with his 
£1,400,000 ? It is true the liquor duties 
would not be touched, and tobacco is a 
luxury and therefore the duty is not to 
he touched. [An Hon, Member: Yes.] 
Then that would take off a considerable 
slice of the £4,400,000, Then the duty on 
sugar has been dwelt upon. That tax was 


¢ 


after all put on to broaden the basis o 
taxation. My right hon. friend, in his 
Budget speeeh, enunciated the irresistible 
argument that though it would be a good 
thing if we could get rid of it altogether, 
to reduce the sugar duty by one-half 
would be uneconomical and wasteful. You 
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would retain all the vexations and all the 
cost of collecting the tax, and the farthing 
would not go to the consumer, but to the 
middleman. So much was that thought 
to be the fact at the time when the sugar 
tax was repealed in 1874 by Sir Stafford 
Northcote that he repealed it largely on 
the ground that the factor was uneconomic. 
I suppose, therefore, the right hon. Gentle- 
man does not propose to deal with that. 
That leaves the tea duty, and I do not 
believe it would be to the advantage of 
the working man in this country to have 
his tea duty reduced at the expense of a 
duty on meat, corn, and butter. The 
only tax still remaining, therefore, at a 
high figure is the income-tax. That I 
have dealt with, and I should steadily 
the reduction of the income-tax 
and the expansion of those taxes to which 
I have referred. I have said that the 
estimated revenue was £4,400,000. 
We have to recollect this in regard 
to preferential duties; the object of 
for preference is that 


resist 


this proposal 
Colonial corn and meat shall supersede 
that of foreign countries. What 
that mean? It means that by so much 
as these Colonial produets take the place 


does 


of foreign produce the revenue disappears ; 
that the more succes-ful this system of 
preference is the less revenue will there 
be year by year ; that if it is carried out 
with the success that is anticipated there 
esn be no reduction in the taxes from 
which we suffer so much. That is what 
retaliation and preference come to. With 
regard to the taxation of manufactured 
articles, to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man says his whole Party is committed, 
[do not know what his Chief Whip thinks 
of that ; we have always up to now looked 
upon him as a free trader. 


Sir A. ACLAND HOQOD (Somerset, 
Wellington): We are all free traders. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: What is 
really proposed in regard to this duty on 
manufactured articles? I am_ prepared 
to admit that the right hon. Gentleman 
and those who support him do not desire 


2C 
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to go back to the bad old days when 
these duties were very high, but, as I have 
pointed out, they will have to go back to 
an extent, and to have duties on an enor- 
mous number of articles in place of the 
simplicity we have in our present system. 
Therefore, we are entitled to ask how 
they are going to define manufactured 
articles. I should like to ask the 
Leader of the Opposition, now that we 
understand that these proposals for 
preference are adopted by the right hon. 
Gentleman, whether he agrees with the 
view put forward by his right hon. col- 
league—whether he is in favour of an 
export tax on foreign manufactures, 
because that must be in the nature of a 
protective duty, its whole object being to 
protect our industries. I should like to 
know whether he is in favour of a pro- 
tective duty. I ask the right hon. 
Member for East Worcestershire how 
he is going to define foreign manufactures. 
He is against the taxation of raw material, 
and I believe that it is beyond the wit of 
man to disentangle wholly and _ partly- 
manufactured articles from one another. 
In the second these 
articles are defined as far as they can be, 
and they amount to about £180,000,000 
and produce about £10,000,000 a year. 
Is the right hon. Gentleman really going 
to tax these partly-manufactured articles 
I remember 


fiscal Blue-book 


to which I have referred ? 
that when the right hon. Gentleman 
went to Warrington he, in a celebrated 
speech, proposed to tax foreign wire. 
Norwich manufacturers who use foreign 
wire in the production of a more complete 
manufacture said that the proposal was all 
very well for Warrington, but it would 
not suit Norwich. I remember Mr. Glad- 
stone illustrating the difficulty of these 
definitions by mentioning a curious dis- 
pute as to whether a mummy which had 
been imported was to be taxed as raw 
material, a partly-manufactured, or a 
wholly manufactured article. I believe 
it was finally declared to be a completely 
manufactured article. We are in a very 
great difficulty with regard to this matter, 
and we are entitled to some answer from 
Mr: Sydney Buxton. 
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the right hon. Gentleman as to how far 
and to what extent he proposes to tax 
these partly-manufactured articles. T do 
not think the right hon. Gentleman will 
be able to carry out the proposals which 
he has made across the floor of the House. 
He has suggested the reduction of the 
income-tax, but no such reduction ought 
to take place at the expense of indirect 
taxation and at the expense of the con- 
sumer. Whatever way we look at it, 
whether from the point of broadening 
taxation, of preference, of retaliation or of 
protection, I believe it will be shown that 
our present system of taxation for revenue 
purposes on a few articles of consump- 
tion is in its simplicity by far the best 
for the finances of this country. The 
right hon. Gentleman is not likely to get 
for his proposals a sufficient amount to 
attain his ends, and any departure from 
our present system is likely to lead us 
into hopeless financial confusion. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) said that the right hon. Gentle- 
man in his speech had used only the 
stock which 
fifty or sixty years ago, and he had 
added nothing to the knowledge which 
had been obtained 
He had said that if retaliation were suc- 


arguments were in use 


since that time. 
cessful and other countries were induced 
to lower their duties, then no revenue 
would be obtained. Quite true; but had 
the right hon. Gentleman reflected on 
the enormous increase of employment it 
would give to this country ? Unless they 
argued this question from the point of view 
of good, constant, well-paid employment, 
which was the solution of all our social 
difficulties, they missed the main point. 
Some years ago we imported 600,000 
gallons of wine per annum from South 
Africa. An understanding made with 
France put an end to that; but if we 
were to give preference to South Africa 
in wines and tobacco, the purchasing 
power of South Africa would be increased 
and we should get the benefit of it. The 
right hon. Gentleman had asked how the 
difference between wholly and _partially- 
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manufactured goods was to be defined, and 
said it was beyond the wit of man to 
define it. It did not defy the wit of 
man, but it defied the wit of the present 
Government to do it. It did not defy 
the wit of other Governments like those 
of Germany and France. What was the 
test which they adopted? They took a 
certain article and judged how much 
labour was in it, and to the extent of the 
labour in it they required that import 
duty to be paid upon it. That was 
an effective way of doing it. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had not 
only slammed the door in the face of our 
Colonial brethren, but he had had the 
hardihood to assure them that the last 
general election had finally settled the 
question of free trade. If the Govern- 
ment really believed that, then let them 
appeal to the country on that one 
particular point, and they would get 
quite a different answer. Everything had 
changed since the year 1860. The 
carriage and other expenses connected 
with the importation of corn, which 
equal to about 10s. or 
quarter, had disappeared, 
although the Cobden school at that 
time thought they going to 
remain. Everything was different now. 
It was said that under free trade no 
more land would go out of cultivation, 
and in less than five years every nation 
Food was to 


was once 
12s. per 


were 


would follow our example. 
be abundant and cheap, pauperism was 
to disappear from England, workhouses 
were to be abolished; it was said 
that workhouses would be seen standing 
ruined and empty as monuments of the 
success of a free trade policy. But all 
that had not come about. The work- 
houses of to-day were bigger and more 
numerous. Pauperism had _ increased 
considerably, and its cost was now more 
than four or five times as much as it 
used to be. Everything which had been 


foretold in regard to free trade had not | 
If that was the case where | 
was the success of this one-sided free trade | 
which was no more like real free trade | 
Foreign | 


come to pass. 


than chalk was like cheese ? 


{13 May 1907} 


Bill. 730 
countries always kept the producer to 
the front. In America the producer was 
always considered first because the greater 
the production the greater the employ- 
ment. The greater the employment the 
more money there was to buy with, and 
when there was plenty of money to buy 
foreign countries rightly put price in the 
second place. In this country they 
placed the consumer first and the pro- 
ducer second, with the result that they 
had no employment and no money to 
buy with, and under those circumstances 
what did it matter about the price ? 
At present they put an import duty upon 
what they did not produce. If, instead, 
they puta duty on what they did produce, 
the weekly budget of the housekeeper 
would not be a farthing more, but the em- 
ployment would be greater, because there 
would be a greater production of those 
things in this country, and there would 
be more regular employment. He had 
listened with interest to the admirable 
speech of the hon. Member for the Black- 
friars Division of Glasgow, and he agreed 
with him as to the inequality in the dis- 
tribution of the wealth of the country. 
In what the hon. Member said about 
poverty and misery and destitution, his 
description was very touching. He 
followed up his argument by saying that 
things were getting worse, but this was 
under so-called free trade. His remedy, 
however, seemed to resolve itself into one 
of charity and State aid for the sufferers. 
He had stated that they wanted several 
great social reforms based on free trade, 
and that they would cost millions of money. 
He did not tell them where the money 
was to come from, but simply said 
that he would place that task upon the 
shoulders of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. In his opinion nothing had 
helped forward the question of fiscal 
reform so effectually as the Budget which 
had been introduced by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. It was a Budget of 
despair. It stated in so many words 
that the Government had got to the 
end of their tether as far as other sources 


of revenue were concerned. It was 
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practically admitted that under the present 
system it was impossible to get any 
more money to carry out those great 
. social reforms which they were all 
anxious to see brought about. In this 
country the import duty upon food and 
drink was higher than in any other 
country. An import duty on silks, 
satins, motor cars, and a _ thousand 
and one other things would in- 
crease employment in this country. 
They very properly objected to the im- 
portation of sweated labour, but why did 


Adjournment 


they favour the importation of the produc- | 


tions of sweated labour? There was an 
enormous trade in hats in the Midland 
counties. The bulk of the hat trade 
abroad was done in Italy by people who 
worked for 8s. to 10s. a week, their hours 
of labour being from twelve to fourteen per 
day. He wanted an answer to this ques- 
tion. Supposing 100 of these Italians were 
imported into Nuneaton and employed by 
hat makers, and supposing they agreed 
to work twelve or fourteen hours a day 
for 10s. a week, would not the Engiish 
hatmakers very properly say “ You are 
sweaters and blacklegs and we will not 
But these 100 Italians could 


have it 
go back to Italy and produce hats under 
precisely the same conditions, and the 
hats could be imported into this country 
free to compete with tlie hats produced 
under other conditions at Nuneaton. It 
would be better for the community that 
the Italians should be in Nuneaton, 
because they would be paying rates and 
taxes, spending money with the shop- 
keepers, and in a variety of other ways. 
He asked the hon. Member who repre- 
sented the district if he could tell him the 
difference. 


*Mr. W. JOHNSON (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton): I can only say that the hat 
manufacturers of Nuneaton and district 
have made large fortunes the last ten vears. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said he was 
not speaking of the master hat manufac- 
turers who received 50 per cent. on their 


imported stuff, and in some cases more. * 
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They were making money, but how about 
the working men ? He wanted an answer 
tothe question. What was the difference 
between preventing sweated labour at 
home and welcoming the importation, 
without any import duty, of articles 
produced by sweated labour abroad ? 


of the House. 


He had never been able to see the 
difference at al!. While the free im- 
portation of foreign-made goods was 
going on, something far worse was 


happening in the renoval of factories 
from this country to places abroad. That 
statement was challenged the other day. 
He did not know whether hon. Members 
had read the evidence given by gentle- 
men of the first standing in 
trades before the Tariff 
From that evidence it appeared that the 
lace manufacturers of Nottingham, the 
manufacturers of Bradford other 
parts of Yorkshire 
were removing their factories to other 
thus 


several 
Commission. 


and 
and Laneashire, 
countries. There was 
tion of capital, but the men were left 
The labour of this country was 
and 


an exporta- 


behind. 
destroyed by so-called free trade, 
the working people of England were 
finding it out. Inthe not distant future 
the Labour leaders would have 
He could give many 


a very 
rude awakening. 
other instances 
foreign competition was 
trade, but 
The making of packing cases was an im- 
portant industry in this country. It 
employed thousands of men. The United 
States said to our manufacturers that if 
they sent their goods packed in cases made 
in America they would not charge duty 


showing how unfair 


injuring our 


he would only mention one. 


on them. The consequence was that the 
packing case workmen, as in many other 
| trades, were being done away with by 
this unfair competition. 

| 

| Motion made, and Question, “ That 
ithe debate be now adjourned, —(J/r. 


| 


Chiozza AToney,)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed ‘To-morrow. 


| 


Adjourned at seven minutes after 
Eleven o’elock. 
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733 lielurns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 14th May, 1907. 
The Earl of Liverpool sat first in | 


Parliament after the death of his father. | 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
: House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
= had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the 


ALerel 


<= ing Bills have been complied with :— 


. Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil Junction Rail- | 


: way; Great Yarmouth Port and Haven. 


Also the Certificate that the Standing | 


: Orders applicable to the following Bill 


‘have been complied with.—Electric 


: Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) [H.L.]. | 


= The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


» Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
- (No. 1) Bill [u.1.].—Committed. 

: Marriages Provisional Order 
: Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 


: Bill—Reported, without Amendment, | 


‘and committed to a Committee of the 


: Whole House To-morrow. 


: General Accident Fire and Life Assur- 
. ance Corporation, Limited, Bill [H..]; 
‘Keswick Urban District Council (Water) 


* Bill; Harrison’s Patent Bill [H.L.]; 
, Maidstone Gas Bill; Heywood and 
- Middleton Water Board Bill [u.1.]; 


: Pontvpridd Urban District Council Bill 
\ [H.L.].—Reported, with Amendments. 
London and North-Western Railway 
(Superannuation Fund) Bill; Plymouth 
and North Devon Direct Railway (Aban- 
donment) Bill; North East London 
Railway Bill—Reported, without Amend- 
ment. 


St. Neots Urban District Council Bill 
[H.L.]; Kensington Borough Council 
(Superannuation) Bill [H.L.]; Tynemouth 
Corporation (Water) Bill [.L.]—Read 
3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 
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further | 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 


Bill ; | 
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Staveley Coal and Iron Company Bill 
[H.L.]; Weston-super-Mare Grand Pier 
| Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the Commons 
| agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3782. United States (California, 

Nevada, and Utah, and the territory of 
Arizona). 
No. 3783. France (Calais). 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

| I. Orders made by the Light Railway 
| Commissioners, and modified and con- 
| firmed by the Board of Trade authorising 
the construction of :—Light Railways 
in the borough of Mansfield and in the 
urban districts of Mansfield Woodhouse 
and of Sutton-in-the-Ashfield and in the 
rural district of Skegby, in the county of 
Nottingham, in extension of the Light 
| Railways authorised by the Mansfield 
| and District Light Railways Order, 1901, 
and for other purposes ; A Light Railway 
| in the West Riding of the County of York, 
from Sharow to Kirkby Malzeard ; Light 
Railways in the urban district of Llanelly 
and in the rural district of Llanelly, in 
the county of Carmarthen; Light Rail- 
ways in the West Riding of the County of 
York, from'Ackworth to Kirk Smeaton. 


II. Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade amending : 
—The Dudley and District Light Railways 
Order, 1898, and the Dudley and District 
Light Railways (Extensions) Order, 1900 ; 
The Brackenhill Light Railway Orders of 
1901 and 1904; The Leicester and 
District Light Railways Order, 1904; 
The Robertsbridge and Pevensey Light 


Railway Orders of 1900 and 1903. 


MINES AND QUARRIES (EXPLOSION AT 
URPETH COLLIERY). 

Report to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department by J. B. Atkinson, 
M.Sc., one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of 
Mines, on the circumstances attending an 
explosion which occurred at Urpeth 
Colliery, near Birtley, Durham, on 17th 
December, 1906. 
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RAILWAY RETURNS (PRELIMINARY 
STATEMENT). 


Return relating to the railways of the 
United Kingdom, for the year 1906. 
Preliminary Statement. 


Presented (by command}, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (WEST RIDING OF 
YORKSHIRE). 

Order made by the council of the West 
Riding of Yorkshire altering certain 
polling districts in the Sowerby, Barnsley, 
Doncaster, and Holmfirth Parliamentary 
Divisions. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP BILL [1.1]. 
[Seconp ReEapDING.] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Eart BEAUCHAMP: My Lords, it 
will probably be for the convenience of 
the House if, before stating the provisions 
of the Bill which I have the honour to ask 
your Lordships to read a second time 
to-night, I say something about the 
history of this question, because that, I 
think, will go a long way towards ex- 
plaining at once what are the intentions 
of His Majesty’s Government in intro- 
ducing this measure. The present posi- 
tion of laundries is that they are subject 
to the Factory and Workshop Act of 
1895, which was introduced in another 
place by the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. At that time he was anxious 
to subject all laundries to very much the 
same conditions as factories and work- 
shops are subject to now; but, unfortu- 
nately, the majority which followed him 
in the other House then was not so large 
as it is at the present time. There was a 
combination of those interested in in- 
stitutional laundries and those interested 
in commercial laundries, and they in- 
sisted upon the insertion of the clause 
under which laundries are now worked. 
The Home Secretary at that time foretold 
that it would not have satisfactory 
results, and I think all those who take an 
interest in industrial legislation are now 
quite agreed on that point. 


{LORDS} 
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Then in 1901 a large Bill dealing with 
all the various Acts, a Factory and 
Workshop Consolidating Bill, was in- 
troduced by Mr. Ritchie. That Bill had 
a curious history. There was consider- 
able amendment in Grand Committee, 
and in the end Mr. Ritchie, on the Report 
stage, moved the omission of the whole 
of the laundry clause. That was agreed 
to by the House of Commons, and then 
the Bill came to this House. It reached 
your Lordships on 14th August, and was 
read a first time on that day. Then the 
Bill, with its 162 clauses was read a second 
time in your Lordships’ House on the 
next day, and, having read it a second 
time, your Lordships suspended _ the 
Standing Order and proceeded to consider 
it in Committee. In Committee various 
appeals were made by the noble Earl, 
Lord Plymouth, and, I think, by the 
most rev. Primate, and by one or two 
other Peers, to Ministers to reinstate 
the clause which was originally in 
the Bill as the Government had _ intro- 
duced it in another place. The noble 
Lord who then represented the 
Home Office was, however, obdurate 
and explained that if such a thing were 
done it would be impossible to pass the 
Bill at all during that session. The only 
alternative, if the Bill was not allowed 
to go through as it stood, was that it 
would have to be dropped, and a large 
number of artisans throughout the 
country would lose the benefit of the Act. 
Accordingly, with very great regret, and 
after protests from both sides of the 
House, as well as from the Episcopal 
Bench, your Lordships agreed to that 
measure, and the Bill, with the some- 
what technical addition of the clause 
from the 1895 Act, was passed. The 
Committee stage having been finished 
on the same day, your Lordships read 
the Bill a third time and passed it, and 
it was then returned to another place. 
I hope that when in future we are told 
that His Majesty’s Government do not 
allow sufficient time for the discussion 
of Bills in this House, the passage of the 
Factory and Workshop Act of 1991 will 
be remenibered as a standard of the way 
in which the late Government used to 
deal with your Lordships’ House. 

But in the passage of that Bill through 
this House the noble and learned Lord, 
Lord James of Hereford, promised that 
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His Majesty’s Government would, at the | from this clause. It is that all tenement 
earliest opportunity, take steps to deal! laundries will be inspected whether there 
with the question of laundries. For | are two or fewer employed in the laundry. 
various reasons the late Government did! There has been, I understand, an increase 
not see their way to deal with it at once, | of this tenement system by which the 
and I think there were good reasons why | power is created at one end of a long 
certainly for two or three years after that | row of houses and communicated right 
they should not have dealt with laundries. | through at the back, and in each of these 
But last year, as your Lordships may | tenement houses very few people indeed 
remember, the Government were urged | are employed, perhaps only the people 
to bring in a Bill dealing with the ques- | who live in the house. These will be 
tion, and they gave a pledge that they inspected in the future although they 
would, if possible, do so, and the Bill have not been inspected in the past. In 
which is now before your Lordships is the | fact, the result of this clause will be to 
result. | subject all laundries to inspection in 
Perhaps I should say, briefly, why it is | exactly the same way as all factories and 
that the present condition of the law | workshops are inspected at the present 
relating to laundries is so unsatisfactory. | time; that is to say, laundresses will be 
The clause in the Act of 1895, which was Put on the same footing as dressmakers, 
re-enacted in the 1901 Act, allows a great | milliners, and persons who follow such 
deal too much latitude in regard to both | occupations. 
commercial laundries and institutional, The second clause deals with the con- 
laundries ; in fact, the latter go without ditions which His Majesty Government 
inspection at all. Commercial laundries offer to these commercial laundries, and 
are obliged to fix in the laundry a state- | which your Lordships will see afford them 
ment of the hours between which employ- | certain advantages which they would 
ment takes place, but that, in practice, | not have if they worked directly under the 
is not found to be sufficient. In the current Act of 1901. There are obvious 
ordinary factory or workshop the em- | reasons why laundries should be allowed 
ployer is not allowed to change the hours latitude of this Kind. The ordinary 
more than once every three months, but | British householder, I believe, insists on 
in a laundry, under the present law, | the linen being back on Friday night, and, 
he can change his time table every day, | as a rule, it is not collected till Monday. 
so long as he puts up the new time table | That makes a considerable rush of work 
before the beginning of the day’s work. | during the middle of the week, and it is 
The result is that, whereas in the case of | not possible to distribute the work 
the ordinary factory the inspector knows | equally over all the working days. There- 
at what hour to visit the factory to find | fore, although in this clause it is forbidden 
out whether the rule is being observed or | that the hours of work should consist of 
not, it is impossible for him to say, with | more than sixty-eight, including intervals 
regard to a laundry, what is the hour | for meals, there will be a certain latitude 
at which he ought to visit. so that they may work more hours on 
one day and make it up by working fewer 
hours on another day. Your Lordships 
will see that the next clause will apply 
to all laundries. In the last Act the 
two sections (b) and (c), with regard to 
| inspection of stoves for heating and the 
keeping of floors in good condition, did 
| not apply to laundries if there was no 
There is this difference between the | POW° used. But now His Majesty : 
factory and the workshop, that those | et ee ee 
ogee og | should be brought into line in this matter. 
are factories in which there is power | : 
used, and those are workshops in which no | Then we come to the second part of 
power is used. That is a rough definition | this Bill, dealing with institutional laun- 
which I think is sufficient for the present | dries, and on that I may perhaps refer 
purposes. One great alteration follows| your Lordships to a deputation which 
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Then the latitude which is given to | 
commercial laundries is very considerable 
in various other directions, and the 
method in which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment propose to deal with the question is, 
as your Lordships will see in the first 
clause, to bring all laundries under the 
Factory and Workshop Act of 1901. 
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was received by the Home Secretary a | 
short time ago on which there were | 


represented, I think, all the various in- 
stitutions—reformatories, and so on—in | 
which laundry work is carried on. It is | 
chiefly carried on by Roman Catholics | 
and by the Church of England. Mr. | 
Gladstone has been anxious, if he could, | 
to put such provisions in this Bill as | 
would meet their wishes. I do not know 
that it is necessary for me this evening | 
to trouble your Lordships by going | 
through the whole of the five clauses, 
but I think I may say generally that it 
is the wish and the intention of the 
Secretary of State to do all he can to 
meet the very legitimate desires of the 
managers of these institutions, by making | 
special arrangements for them which | 
will enable them to carry on work which 
is not only of an educational kind, but 
also of a kind calculated to improve the 
characters and generally the welfare of 
the inmates of these institutions. 

It is obvious, I am sure, to your Lord- 
ships that a great number of these 


institutions must be earried on on 
somewhat different lines from  ordin- | 
ary commercial laundries, and _ it 


is. certainly the ‘intention of His | 
Majesty’s Government to go as far| 
as they think they can fairly go in the | 
direction of meeting the wishes of those 
who are experienced in the manage- 
ment of these institutions. I venture 
to think that we may hope for this Bill 
a smooth passage, both through this 
House and another place. It has been | 
printed for some time, and there has not, | 
at any rate yet, been any sign that i¢ | 
is objected to by those who are engaged | 
in this industry; and since employers | 
do not seem to regard it with any dis- 
favour I trust your Lordships will give 
it a Second Reading to-day, and I have 
no doubt that, if it is passed into law, 
it will be of considerable advantage to 
those who are employed in this industry 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 
2*,—(Earl Beauchamp). 


*TuHe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: My Lords, I should like 


{LORDS} 


| and 


| through. 

















to be allowed to say a few words on this 
subject. The story of this measure is 
an odd one, and it affords a curious 
example of how what may seem like 


Euil Beauchamp. 
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a comparatively small matter may be 
found to involve issues which materially 
gravely complicate the actual 
working of our legislative machinery. 


It is not very easy to explain 
in a word, nor is it necessary to 
do it now, why it has been found 


that the incorporation of laundries under 
the ordinary regulations of our factory 
legislation is an exceedingly troublesome 
and difficult thing. 

The 


noble Earl who has so clearly 


‘introduced the Bill to your Lordships’ 


notice to-day has explained in some 
measure what the past history of these 
difficulties has been. It has to be re- 
membered that in 1895, when Mr. 
Asquith carried his Bill through the 
House of Commons, he quite openly 
professed himself dissatisfied with the 
clause in that Act—the clause which 
survives in substance as the law 
to-day—dealing with laundries; and 


| when in 1901 the matter came up again 


while he was in_ opposition no 


one was more outspoken than he in 


| saying that the Government ought to 


been able to carry the matter 
The noble Earl has referred 
to the pathetic scene which took place 
in this House in 1901, when tears were 
almost brought to our eyes by Lord 
James of Hereford’s appeal to us as to the 
disasters which would follow if anything 
were done to touch the Bill of 162 clauses 
which was then presented to your Lord- 
ships with the knowledge that unless 
it were read a third time within twenty- 
four hours it would not become law and 
the whole country would suffer in con- 
sequence. The noble Earl has called 
attention to that to show that it is not 
on one side of the House only, but on 
both sides, that difficulties are experi- 
enced in securing time for adequate 
consideration of important measures in 
this House. Mr. Asquith, in the appeal 
which he made at that time against the 
action of the Government, put it thus. 
He said— 

“*T was unable in 1895 to carry this through 
in its proper form because we had not an 
adequate majority. Now the present Govern- 
ment have an adequate majority.” 

He explained that he had been obliged 
to whittle down his clause in 1895, be- 
cause he had not the advantage of a 
great and permanent majority, and he 


have 
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pointed out that Mr. Ritchie had a large 
majority quite capable of overcoming 
any forces that might be arrayed against 
him. I should like those words to be 
borne in mind when this Bill goes to 
the House of Commons, should the 
Government say they are obliged, if 
objection is brought against it, to whittle 
down the legislation which they think 
necessary. 


Most of the difficulty in dealing with 
laundries by legislation arises from the 
fact that the work they perform is found 
to be the most suitable kind of work for 
philanthropic institutions, the main 
object of which is not the making — of 
money, but the reform of their inmates. 


That complicates the matter consider- | 


ably and accounts in a large measure, 
though not, I think, altogether, for the 
difficulty which has arisen. I was very 


glad to hear the noble Earl in charge of | 


the Bill say that those institutions will 
no longer be allowed to stand in the way 
of the reform which is needed in the 
conditions under which the industry 
generally is carried on. For myself, I 
have from the first always failed to 
understand the objection raised in some 
quarters by the supporters of these 
institutions to inspection. I have al- 
ways urged inspection. I think the 
inspection of these institutions is not 
only possible, but proper and right. 


Every institution with which I have | 


any connection, and they are many, 
at once took advantage of the offer 


made by the Home Office in 1902, that | 
if institutions wished it, inspectors would | 


welcome 
I desire 


be sent to inspect them. I 
something stronger than that. 


that such inspection should be universal | 


and compulsory. The fact that some 
of the institutions which carry on laundry 
work declined to take advantage of the 
offer of the Home Office, and therefore 
are at this moment not inspected, is to 
my mind the strongest proof of the 
necessity which exists that some more 
stringent clause such as this Bill con- 
a should find a place on the Statute 
ook, 


It may be said that, if it be only these 
charitable institutions that block the 
way to reform of the conditions under 
which laundry work is carried on, why 
should we not leave institutional laundries 
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out of consideration altogether and deal 
with commercial laundries only? Such 
a course would be exceedingly unfair 
tocommercial laundries. These laundries 
maintain that even now charitable 
institutions have some advantage over 
them. I do not agree with that; 
but there can be no doubt that if 
stringent restrictions are now applied 
to commercial laundries and none to 
charitable laundries, commercial laun- 
dries will have a strong reason to 
complain of disparity of treatment. 
That is the reason why we cannot 
separate the two classes of laundries. I 
|hold that charitable institutions need 
inspection, and that they gain from the 
help which such inspection gives. There- 
fore, for everybody’s sake I most earnestly 
hope that some such provision as finds 
its place in this Bill may very speedily 
become law. At the same time I think 
it is indisputable that there must be 
some special arrangements in connection 
with the laundries managed by charit- 
able institutions. Anyone who will look 
into the details will find that to apply 
to institutional laundries verbatim et 
| iteratim the rules which are applicable 
to ordinary commercial — laundries 
would have consequences quite other 
than those which the Legislature desires, 
and that some modifications to meet 
their special and different conditions 
are absolutely necessary. 








It is of very great interest to read 
the reports by those inspectors, male or 
female, who have inspected the institu- 
tions which voluntarily asked for it 
| under the Home Office circular of 1992. 
| There are very ample reports given 

by some of those who conducted these 
| inspections, and I doubt whether anyone 
| would rise from reading those reports 
without seeing that, with the best 
possible intention to act rightly, the 
managers of these institutions require 
the help which inspection gives. For 
example, most of the laundries con- 
nected with charitable institutions were 
started in days when the work was not 
done by machinery at all. The intro- 
duction of machinery has resulted in 
this: that a large number of excellent 
and devoted ladies find themselves called 
upon to supervise work which involves 
the use of complicated machinery with- 
out having anyone to tell them how 
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to do it, and if it were not tragic it 
would be laughable to read the accounts 
in regard to this which are given by the 
inspectors. They quote instances to 
show how girls too stupid for anything 
else have been set to work the machinery, 
and this, of course, is liable to result in 
numerous accidents. I submit that in- 
spection, wanted always, is more and 
more required as mechanical means are 
applied to these institutions. 


While I thoroughly give my support 
to the Second Reading of this Bill, there 
are a good many points which I am 
anxious we should carefully consider in 
Committee. When I remember the 
speeches which have been made by Mr. 
Asquith and others about what ought to 
be done, I feel that the Bill ought to 
go a little further. It seems to me, for 
example, that under Clause 5 (2) (d)— 

“(d) The provisions of the principal Act as to 
sending notices to the inspector shall not apply, 
except so far as an order made by the Secretary 
of State may otherwise direct *— 
it might be possible for an institution, 
by merely never sending in any notice 
at all, to escape inspection altogether. 
I have no doubt that if that is the result 
of the wording it is accidental. At all 
events, it is a result which cannot be 
intended, and it is desirable that the 
point should be looked into. Then I 
have some suspicion about the sub- 
section which allows the ordinary medical 
officer of the institution, I suppose 
whether the authorities like it or not, 
provided the institution desires it, to be 
appointed the certifying surgeon for the 
institution. No doubt that can subse- 
quently be explained. It is a question 
of the interpretation of the word “ may,” 
which, as we all know, frequently means 
“shall” in an Act of Parliament. 


Then in the final clauses of the Bill 
there are provisions into which I am 
anxious we should look closely. We 


know how difficult it is to regulate 
executive work where the different 


Departments of the State overlap one 
another, and there is some amount of 
overlapping between functions belonging 
to the Local Government Board and 
functions belonging to the Home Office 
when we are dealing with this question. 
There are institutions now inspected by 
officials of the Local Government Board 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 


{LORDS} 
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which have connected with them build- 
ings and workshops which properly 
fall under factory inspection, and should 
therefore come under the Home Office; 
but, presumably on the ground of avoid- 
ing overlapping and possible jealousy 
between the two Departments, it is 
provided, as I understand the Bill, that 
where there is such an institution it 
shall be possible for the Local Govern- 
ment Board inspector to be the person 
to examine the factory department of 
that institution. A great many of the 
inspectors under the Local Government 
Board, who are admirably qualified 
for examining and inspecting philan- 
thropic and other institutions, have 
no knowledge whatever such as would 
enable them to inspect adequately places 
in which complicated machinery is used, 
and which fall properly to the factory 
inspector. That is a point which requires 
looking into if we are to be sure that the 
inspection is to be carried out as it ought 
to be. 

These, of course, are all points which 
will have to be dealt with in Committee. 
I rose, on behalf of those who in the 
Church of England are responsible for 
our philanthropic and charitable in- 
stitutions to which laundries are attached, 
to say how cordially I welcome the Bill, 
how earnestly I hope its provisions will 
be strengthened, and how gladly I, 
for one, shall co-operate in making 
inspection universal. 


*THe EARLor LYTTON : My Lords, 
having had occasion to introduce this 
subject to your Lordships in previous 
years, I should like to make a few remarks 
on the Bill which has just been intro- 
duced by the noble Earl. In the 
first place I would like to congratulate 
His Majesty’s Government on having 
so speedily fulfilled the promise they 
made last session to introduce such 


a Bill at the earliest opportunity. 
It is now thirty years since 4 
Royal Commission first suggested that 


laundries should be brought within the 
Factory Act, and, in view of the fact that 
since that time everybody who has had 
anything to do with the actual administra- 
tion of the existing law has testified to 
the inadequacy of it, one may fairly say 
that this measure of reform has been long 
overdue. I should like to express my 
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great pleasure that the Government have 
dealt with the two classes of hitherto 


{14 May 1907} 


exempted laundries—namely, institution | 


laundries and the smaller 
in which only two persons are employed. 
As far as its general principles and 
objects are concerned the Bill follows 


laundries | 








Workshop Bill. 746 
overtime should be so framed that an in- 
spector can tell the moment he enters 
any premises whether the law is being 
carried out or not, and the introduction of 


| these words will make it difficult for an 


| inspector to carry out his duties. 


very much the same lines as the one | 


which I had the honour to introduce 
to your Lordships five years ago, 
and which passed through all its 
stages without a Division. 


There 
is no provision made in the Bill that 
notice should be given to the Home 
Office of the overtime which is to be 


| worked on any particular day or of the 


But in! 


respect of the machinery by which those | 


objects are carried out, this Bill differs | : 
|are supposed to govern the sending 


|of notices 


from that one in several important de- 
tails. It differs from it, I think, in some 


respects so unfortunately that some of | 


its details diminish considerably the 


pleasure which I feel at the intro- | 


duction of the Bill. 


Such criticisms as I | 


have to make of those details will be | 


more suitable to the Committee stage, 
but it would perhaps be convenient if I 
indicated briefly at this moment the 
points upon which I think this Bill will 
need some Amendment. 


The object of the Bill, as the noble 
Earl explained, is to apply the provisions 
of the Factory Act to all commercial 
laundries and also to provide for the in- 
spection and regulation of laundries 
attached to certain charitable institu- 
tions. Clause 2 is the one which deals 
with commercial laundries, and the 
various paragraphs of Sub-section (1) 
deal with the hours of employment and 
the amount of overtime to be worked. 


Under the provisions of this sub-section | 0 
|overtime is worked. 


the proprietor of a laundry may choose to 
work under Section 49 of the principal 
Act, or he may adopt Paragraph (6) of 
this clause. If he chooses the latter, 


Paragraph (b) would enable him to work | 


overtime on three days in every week, | 
| what 


except Saturday, provided that a corres- 


ee an | 
ponding reduction is made in the periods | 
‘and on what other days the corte- 


of employment on other days of the week. 


. zs | 
I would like to draw your Lordships’ | 


special attention to these words, because 
they are 


fair and reasonable I submit that it 
will prove to be unworkable in practice. 


The principle which hes always been 
adopted in factory legislation hitherto is 
that those regulations which deal with 


new to factory legislation. | 


Though the principle may be perfectly | complicated and difficult to enforce the 


corresponding reductions which are to be 
made on other days. I understand that the 
Government are relying upon Section 60 
and Section 32 of the principal Act, which 


with regard to overtime 


allowed under this clause. It is 
very difficult to understand a Bill 
of this sort. This is another case 


of legislation by reference, and it is 
extremely difficult for any one reading 
the Bill to know exactly what it does 
and what it does not do. We shall 
have to go very carefully into this 
in Committee to see how the question 
of notice is dealt with, and I hope 
the Government will then explain 
on what sections of the principal Act 
they are relying in this matter. It 
appears to me that under this Bi'l 
an inspector might go into a laundry, 


and, finding overtime being worked 
there, might lodge a complaint, 
and be then answered by the pro- 


prietor that he was going to make 
up the overtime by corresponding re- 
ductions on other days. There is no 
provision that the corresponding re- 
ductions are to be notified before the 
If however, this 
is provided for in the principal Act it 
seems to me that even then it would 


'be extremely difficult for a laundry 


to meet its emergency work if its 
proprietor had to say beforehand upon 
days emergencies would arise 
necessitating the working of overtime, 


sponding . reductions would be made. 
The noble Earl, in moving the Second 
Reading of the Bill, explained how very 


law is, and I am _ atfraid 


existing 
the Government adhere to 


that if 


| the provisions of this clause as it stands, 
its administration in the future will be 


| attended by no less confusion‘and even 


more friction. 
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As to the question of the institution ' 


laundries which come under Clause 5, 
here, again, I fear that the machinery 
which is set up in this Bill will to a large 
extent defeat the object of the Government 
in introducing it. Sub-section (2) of Clause 
5, for instance, provides that the m 
of any 
approval of the Secretary of State a 


managers | 
institution may submit for the | 


scheme for the regulation of the hours | 
ment, and as a general principle that 


of employment, intervals for meals, and 
holidays of the workers, and that scheme 
may take the place of the corresponding 
provisions in the principal Act, if the 
Secretary of State is satisfied that the 
provisions of the scheme are on the 
whole not less favourable than the 
corresponding provisions. Your Lord- 


ships will understand what an enormous | 
amount of extra labour will be placed | 


Some Home 
investigate 


on the Home Office by this. 
Office official will have to 


every scheme sent in by the different | 


institutions, and will have to decide 
whether they are more or less favourable 
than the corresponding provisions of 
the principal Act. We are often told that 
the Home Office is at present doing 
work which in other countries is en- 
trusted to two, if not three, Departments, 
and I am surprised that the Government 
should go out of their way to place 
fresh burdens on this already overworked 
Depar.ment. I am not using this argu- 
ment in the interests of the Home Office. 
That Department can safely be left to 
look after its own interests; but I have 
a fear lest if the Home Office should prove 
unable, through pressure of work, properly 
to check all the schemes put forward on 
behalf of institutional laundries, these in- 
stitutions will not be adequately regulated. 
I think it would be a much better system 


to lay down in general terms what 
are the exemptions which, in con- 
sequence of their special character, 


ought to be allowed to these institutions, 


| inspector. 
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will exclude all laundries attached to 
reformatories, workhouses, orphanages, 
industrial schools, and so forth, which 
are at the present moment in respect of 
their other work under the authority 
of either the Board of Education or the 
Local Government Board. I believe it is 
customary in legislation of this kind 
to exclude the work of one Department 
from interference by another Depart- 


may be a very sound rule to adopt ;_ but 
I submit that when you are dealing with 
laundries where dangerous and com- 
plicated machinery is used it is imperative 
that they should be inspec sted by the only 
Department which is competent to do it. 
If it were only a question of needlework 
and occupations where no machinery is 
employed though technically a workshop 
the inspection can well be carried out by 
the Department to which the institution 
belongs. But with laundries it is 
different, and it does seem to me that 
machinery cannot properly be inspected 
either by an education officer or a sanitary 
I know, for instance, 
in which feeble-minded children in an 
industrial school were placed in charge of 
laundry machinery attached to that 
institution ; and of another case in which 
a woman in a workhouse lost her arm 
in an unguarded machine in a laundry 
attached to the institution. The muti- 
lated woman remained in the workhouse, 
but the machine was not encased. It 
will surely be admitted that if an institu- 
tion of this kind is engaged in work which 
necessitates the use of dangerous ma- 
chinery, that part of its work ought to 
be under the inspection and authority 
of the Department whose business it is 
to inspect machinery. My Lords, these 
are points which will require to be con- 
sidered in Committee. I hope, therefore, 


of a case 


\that your Lordships will examine the 


| clauses of the Bill very closely when we 


and then to apply the Factory Act to | 


them as a whole. 


There is one other point, to which 
the most rev. Primate alluded. I refer 


| 


|at any rate into the Bill 


to the words in the beginning of Clause | 


5, which exempt from factory inspection 
any laundry connected with an institution 


which is at present inspected by or 


of any Gov- 


These 


is under the authority 
ernment Department. 


The Earl of Lytton. 


words | 


and that you will 
Amendments 


reach that stage, 
consent to insert some 
before it is 


carried into law. 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 
Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed 


to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Tuesday the 4th of June next. 
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COMPANIES BILU [1.1]. 
Report of Amendments received. 


Clause 11:— 


Tue Eart or GRANARD said the | 
object of his Amendment to this clause | 
was simply to impose a penalty, by | 


reference to the Companies Act, 1862, 
on every director and officer of a com- 
pany who refused to allow the inspection 
of a register of mortgages. 


Amendment moved — 


“In Clause 11, page 10, line 24, to leave out 
from the word ‘company,’ to the word ‘ pro- 


vided’ in line 26, and to insert the words, ‘ in | 


like manner as the register of mortgages under 
section forty-three of the Companies Act, 1862, 
and the provisions of that section (including the 
penal provisions thereof) shall apply according- 


ly.” "—(Lhe Earl of Granard.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 17:— 


Lorp AVEBURY moved to amend this 


clause, which dealt with the power to | 


re-issue redeemed debentures in certain 
cases, by adding, after the words— 


“ Where either before or after the passing of 
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| Lorp AVEBURY explained that the 


| Central Association of Bankers were 
| advised that the words in his next Amend- 
| ment were also necessary to carry out 
| what was understood to be the intention 
| 





of His Majesty’s Government. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment moved— 


‘do’ to insert the words ‘ contained in such 
| debentures or in any trust deed securing the 
’—(Lord Avebury.) 


| 

| 

| ‘* In Clause 17, page 12, line 13, after the word 
| 


same.’ ’” 


| Tue Eart or GRANARD said the 
| point raised by the noble Lord would 
| be dealt with in an Amendment which 
he (Lord Granard) would next move — 
| viz.: to insert, instead of the words 
| proposed by Lord Avebury, the following 
| words— 

“and not being an obligation enforceable 
|only by the person to whom the redeemed 
| debentures were issued.” 
| The object of the Government was to 
secure the protection of second debenture 
| holders or other subsequent creditors. 
Lorp AVEBURY said that if the noble 
| Karl thought his words met the case 
better he was prepared to leave the 
matter in his hands. 


this Act a company has redeemed any debentures | 


previously issued.” 
the words— 
“ Or reissued under this Section.” 

He said he had placed this Amendment 
on the Paper on behalf of the Central 
Association of Bankers, who were ad 
vised by their legal representatives that 
the words ought to be inserted in order 
to carry out the intentions of His Majesty’s 
(rovernment. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 17, page 12, line 9, after the word 
‘issued,’ to insert the words ‘ or re-issued under 
this section.” *—(Lord Avebury). 


THe Eart or GRANARD said the 
legal advisers of the Board of Trade were 
of opinion that the section as it at present 


stood covered the point raised by the | 


noble Lord. In these circumstances, 
he hoped the Amendment would not 
be pressed. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


| Tue Eart or GRANARD then moved 
| the Amendment to which he had re- 
ierred. 


Amendment moved— 


‘* In Clause 17, page 12, line 13, after the word 
‘do’ to insert the words ‘and not being an 
| obligation enforceable only by the person to 
| whom the redeemed debentures were issued.’ ”’ 
| —(The Earl of Granard.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


following proviso at the end of Subsection 
(1) of Clause 17— 


| ‘* Provided that nothing in this section shall 
| 


| 
| Lorp AVEBURY moved to omit the 
| 


prejudice the operation of any judgment or 

order of a court of competent jurisdiction pro- 

| nounced or made before the seventh day of 

| March one thousand nine hundred and seven as 

| between the parties to the proceedings in which 

| the judgment was pronounced or the order made, 
and any appeal from any such judgment or 
order shall be decided as if this Act had not been 
passed.” 
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better later on. He understood that that 
was also the view of the Government. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 17, page 12, line 22, to leave out 
from the word ‘ issued ’ to the end of ‘Subsection 
(1)."—(Lord Avebury). 


THE Eart or GRANARD accepted the 
Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp AVEBURY said the insertion 
of the words which he proposed was in 
accordance with Amendments which had 
been introduced in other parts of the Bill. 
He believed the Amendment had the 
approval of the noble Ear! in charge of the 

Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


** In Clause 17, page 12, line 31, after the word 
‘have’ to insert the words ‘ whether before or 
after the passing of this Act.’ ’”—(Lord Avebury.) 


THe Eart or GRANARD accepted 
the Amendment, which he said was 
necessary in order to make it clear 
that the clause was intended to be retro- 
spective. He had an Amendment on the 
Paper to the same effect. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp AVEBURY moved an Amend- 
ment to Subsection (3). This subsection 
ran— 

‘© (3) Where a company has deposited any of 
its debentures to secure a current account, the 
debentures shall not be deemed to have been 
redeemed by reason only of the current account 
having, whilst the debentures were so deposited, 
been in credit.” 

His 
words 
insert 


Amendment was to omit the 
“a current account,’ and to 
the words “an advance. The 
clause as it stood would only apply 
to advances by bankers. In many 
cases companies obtained advances from 
insurance companies, and it would be 
very hard if they were precluded, as 
they would be unless his Amendment 
were accepted, from going to insurance 
companies for advances. Moreover, in- 
surance companies would be deprived of a 
profitable business. But, more impor- 


{LORDS} 


In his opinion the words would come in { 


Bill. 


of the guarantee of the 
debentures. 


752 
validity of 
If a company had deposited 


| debentures with a bank and had redeemed 
| them, those debentures would be perfectly 





good ; but, unless his Amendment were 


| accepted, they would not be good if they 


had been deposited with an insurance 
company and subsequently redeemed. 
It would be impossible for an ordinary 
purchaser in the open market to de- 
termine whether or not a debenture was 
good, because it would be impossible 
to ascertain whether it had been deposited 
with an insurance company for an 
advance, in which case it would be bad. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 17, page 12, line 35, to leave out 
the words, ‘ a current account,’ and to insert the 
words ‘ an advance.’ ”—(Lord Avebury.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
LOREBURN) said that this Amendment 
and two other Amendments which were 
consequential had only just been handed 
tohim. They were not on the Paper, and 
therefore he had not had an opportunity 
of examining them critically; but, as 
far as he could see, the Amendments 
seemed to be in the right direction. The 
purpose of the noble Lord was to secure 
that a debenture should not be vitiated 
by reason of any advance being repaid. 
That appeared to be sound, and he would 
accept the Amendment, reserving to 
himself the right to reconsider the point 
on further inquiry. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Consequential Amendments agreed to. 


Lorp AVEBURY said his next Amend- 
ment was a purely technical one. It did 
not alter the Bill in any way, but he was 
advised that the words were desirable 
in order to carry out the intentions of the 
Government. He would not, however, 
press the Amendment if the words were 
considered unnecessary. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 17, page 12, line 37, after the word 
‘ credit,’ to insert the words, ‘ or cease to be in 
debit, nor shall other holders of debentures ot 
the same series or class or any subsequent 
encumbrancers be entitled to treat payments 
into such account as in reduction of the amount 


tant still, a company would be deprived | for which the debentures in security may rank 


Lord Avebury. 
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as against such other holders or subsequent | 
encumbrancers.’”’—(Lord Avebury.) 


THe Eart or GRANARD said that, 
so far as the Government were concerned, 
they accepted the principle of the first 
part of the Amendment, but not the 
second part, which would create an 
exception in the general law of mortgage 
in favour of a particular class. For this | 
reason it would be inadvisable for the 
Government to agree to the Amendment. 


Lorp ALVERSTONE submitted that 
something of the kind was required, but | 
agreed that the words in the Amendment | 
as they stood would not do. With 
regard to the latter part of the Amend- | 
ment, there was, he thought, some 
necessity for a proviso to meet that case. 


Tat LORD CHANCELLOR said he 
had some misgivings on the point. It 
seemed to him that the effect of the 
Amendment would be to violate what he 
regarded as a very fair rule. Therefore, | 
while he was prepared to consider it, he 
at present inclined to the view that it | 
could not be accepted. 
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Taz LORD CHANCELLOR said the 
object of the Amendment seemed to be 
that in cases where there had not been 
what in ordinary parlance was called an 
issue, but where there had been deben- 
tures or certificates for stock deposited in 
blank, the fact that the debt had been 
paid off should not vitiate the debentures. 
He thought the Amendment was un- 
necessary, on the ground that it had been 


‘decided, and rightly decided, that a 
| transaction with debentures of that kind 


was, in fact, an issue, and, accordingly, 


‘would fall within the provisions stated 


earlier in the Bill, which prevented the 
issue of debentures being vitiated by the 
process in question. 


Lorp ALVERSTONE entirely agreed 
with the Lord Chancellor, but asked the 


i noble and learned Lord to consider, in 


connection with this matter, the last 
words of the Amendment. He doubted 
very much whether the cases referred to 
applied to provisional certificates for 


| debentures. 


Tat LORD CHANCELLOR said he 


| would give the point his attention. It 
| might be that it would require considera- 


| tion. 


Lorp AVEBURY said that if the | 
noble and learned Lord would consider 
the point he would not press the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Lorp AVEBURY moved the insertion 
of a new subsection to meet a case, 
which, he said, was more common in the 
country than in London, in which deben- 
tures were issued in blank. It had been 
pressed upon him very strongly from the 
country that words of this kind were 
desirable. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 17, page 12, after Subsection (3) 
to insert the following new subsection :—(4) 
The foregoing provisions shall mutatis mutandis 
apply and be deemed to have applied not only 
to debentures or debenture stock issued as 
completed securities, but also to debentures or 
certificates for debenture stock deposited or 
issued in blank with or without power to fill | 
up the blanks, and to provisional certificates 
for debentures or debenture stock.’ ”__( Lord 
Avebury.) | 


Lorp AVEBURY stated that as this 
was a highly technical point he would 


| leave it in the hands of the Lord Chan- 


cellor. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Lorp AVEBURY moved the re-inser- 
tion of the proviso which had been 
deleted from an earlier part of the clause. 


Amendment moved— 


* In Clause 17, at the end, to insert the words, 
‘ Provided that nothing in this section shall 
prejudice the operation of any judgment or 
order of a court of competent jurisdiction 
pronounced or made before the seventh day of 
March one thousand nine hundred and seven 
as between the parties to the proceedings in 
which the judgment was pronounced or the 
order made, and any appeal from any such 
judgment or order shall be decided as if this 
Act had not been passed.’ ”—(Lord Avebury.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp AVEBURY moved an addition 
to the proviso just added to the clause. 
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Amendment moved— 


** In Clause 17, at the end, to insert the words, 
* Provided also that nothing herein contained 
shall derogate from or prejudice any power 
to issue debentures in the place of any debentures 
paid off or otherwise satisfied or extinguished 
reserved to a company by its debentures or the 
securities of the same.’ ”—(Lord Avebury.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 21: 


orp AVEBURY reminded their Lord- 
ships that there was some discussion on 
this clause when the Bill was in Com- 
mittee, and said that one or two noble 
lords imagined that he was proposing 
to leave out an obligation on the part of 
ihe company to give notice to the share- 
holders when there was proposed to be 
any change of auditor. But the real 
effect of the clause, as it stood, was that 
unless the directors chose to give such 
notice there could 
auditor. If his Amendment were agreed 
to the subsection would read— 

“A person, other than a retiring auditor, 
shall not be capable of being appointed auditor 
at an annual general meeting unless notice of 
an intention to nominate that person to the 
office of auditor has been given by the nominator 
to the company not less than fourteen days 
before the annual general meeting, and the 
company shall, at the expense of the nominator, 
send such notice to every shareholder and to the 
retiring auditors not less than seven days before 
the annual general meeting.” 

He understood that the noble Earl in 
charge of the Bill was prepared to accept 
the Amendment with the exception of the 
words requiring that the notice should 
be given “at the expense of the nomi- 
nator.” Unless the notice were given at 
the expense of the nominator anyone 
might nominate an enterprising young 
man as auditor to a particular company 
and therefore impose on the company the 
unnecessary expense of sending a notice 
to every shareholder advertising the 
person nominated. It was agreed that, 
if the proposed auditor should be elected, 
then the expense of the notice should be 
borne by the company; but he did not 
think companies should be put to the 
expense of sending round notices of the 
nomination of an auditor who had really 
no chance of being elected. 


Amendment proposed— 
* In Clause 21, page 14, line 23, after the word 
* days: 


be no change of 


to insert the words ‘ before the annual | 


{LOLDS} 





| 
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general meeting,’ and leave out the word ‘ by, 
and after the word ‘company’ to insert the 
words ‘shall, at the expense of the nominator, 
send such notice,’ and after the word ‘ share. 
holder’ to insert the words ‘ and to the retiring 
auditors.’ ’—(Lord Avebury.) : 


THE Eart or GRANARD said the 
Government were not prepared, without 
further consideration, to accept the 
words “‘ at the expense of the nominator.” 
They thought it rather hard that, in the 
case of a shareholder wishing to nominate 
an auditor, all the expense should be 
borne by him. The Government pro- 
posed to submit several of the points that 
had been raised to the Committee on 
whose recommendations the Bill had 
been drafted, and this point would be 
one of those referred for consideration. 


Lorp ALVERSTONE suggested that 
the question of notice being given to 
retiring auditors should also be considered. 
It was a small matter, but he thought 
the provision might lead to canvassing 
and other undesirable results. 


*Lorp FABER did not like the idea 
that the shareholders who proposed an 
auditor should have to pay for the issuing 
of the notices. In the case of a very 
large company the expense would be 
almost prohibitive, and, therefore, it 
would come to this, that the auditor 
would only be proposed by the company. 
As the auditor was appointed for the 
protection of the shareholders this would 
be a very awkward result. He agreed 
that it would be hard on a company if 
a shareholder, in a frivolovs spirit, pro- 
posed an unfit person as auditor, but of 
the two difficulties he thought they had 
better face the second. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said he 
was prepared to agree with Lord Faber, 
but, as the Board of Trade wished to 
consult the Committee on this and 
kindred points, he thought it would be 
best to allow them to do so. 


Lorp AVEBURY said he was q: ite 
ready to leave the point in question 
to be considered by the Committee, 
and he moved his Amendment without 
the words “at the expense ol the 
nominator.” 


Amendment, as amended. agreed to. 
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Lorp AVEBURY moved the insertion | 
of a new sub-section dealing with the 
question of auditors. He said it had) 
been held in some cases that the auditors | 
named in the prospectus had not really | 
been appointed at all, and therefore some 
such provision as that contained in his 
Amendment was obviously necessary. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn Clause 21, page 14, line 32, after the word 
‘pounds’ to insert as a new subsection :—*‘ (6) 
Where in any prospectus issued by a company 
any person is named as the auditor, the said 
person shall, unless he resign the appointment, 
continue to be the auditor of the said company 
until the first annual general meeting succeeding 
the issue thereof.’ ’’—(Lord Avebury.) 


THe Eart or GRANARD said he 
would be obliged if the noble Lord would 
not press the Amendment. The whole 
subject would go before the Committee, 
and the Government would act on their 
recommendation. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 41: 


Lorp AVEBURY moved to omit the 
words “independently of the presence or 
votes of any shareholders or any other 
class” from the following proviso— 

* But provided always that no preference 
or special privilege attached to or belonging 
to any class of shares shall be interfered with 
except by a resolution passed and confirmed by 
shareholders of that class, independently of the 
presence or votes of any shareholders of any other 


other class, and every resolution so passed shall | 
be a valid special resolution binding all share- | 


” 


holders of such class. 
As the clause stood, the holder of pre- 
ference shares could not vote upon a 
matter affecting ordinary shares, and 
vice versa : 
he proposed to delete were omitted, a 
person who held both classes of shares 
would not be able to vote at all. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In Clause 41, page 20, lines 40 and 41, to 


leave out the words ‘independently of the | 


presence or votes of any shareholders of any 
other class.’ ’’—(Lord Avebury.) 


Tue Eart or GRANARD said the 
Government thought the Amendment 
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| clause, 


but, unless the words which | 
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of the noble Lord greatly improved the 
and they had much pleasure in 
accepting it. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe Eart or GRANARD moved to 
insert a new clause after Clause 46. He 
explained that the object was to secure 
that all extraordinary resolutions should 
be filed with the Registrar in like manner 
as special resolutions. 


Amendment proposed— 

“ After Clause 46, to insert as a new clause : 
* An extraordinary resolution for the purposes 
of the Companies Act, 1862, and this Act, means 
a resolution which is passed in such manner 
as would, if it had been confirmed by a subse- 
quent meeting, have constituted a_ special 
resolution, and section fifty-three of the Com- 
panies Act, 1862, shall apply in the case of an 
extraordinary resolution in like manner as that 
section applies in the case of a special resolution, 
with the substitution of a reference to the date 
of the passing of the extraordinary resolution 
for the reference to the date of the co nfirmation 
of the special resolution.” —(7he Earl of 
Granard. ) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to, 
Clause 50 : 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
_asked the Lord Chancellor, before the Bill 
finally left their Lordships’ House, to re- 
consider the subsection which he (Lord 
Balfour) had suggested should be added 
to Clause 50, but which the noble and 
learned Lord desired should not be pressed 
at a former stage. The proposed new 
subsection to which he referred read— 

“The provisions of this Act with respect to 
the registration of mortgages and charges shall 
not apply to companies registered in Scotlani.” 
The noble and learned Lord refused to 
accept that subsection when the Bill was 
in Committee. The point he wished the 
| Lord Chancellor most carefully to consider 
was whether or not the clauses headed 
“Mortgages and Charges” (11 to 20 
inclusive) would apply to Scotland. If 
they did so apply, Scottish companies 
would be pat to serious and unnecessary 
expense. There was no doubt that at 
| present mortgages and charges created 
| by limited companies had not to be regis- 
| tered with the Registrar of Joint Stock 

Companies in Scotland, but such mort- 
gages and charges were already registered 
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under the law of Scotland in the Register 
of Sasines, and it would be unfair to make 
a second registration necessary. Section 
34 (2) of the Act of 1900 provided that 
the provisions of that Act with respect to 
the registration of mortgages and charges 
should not apply to companies registered 
in Scotland. This subsection was in- 
serted on the Report Stage of that Bill, 
and the insertion was due to the sudden 
discovery that under the Scottish law 
there were not, and never cou'd be, any 


floating charges the iniquities of which | 


were so eloquently denounced by Lord 
Lindley and which it was intended to put 
a stop to. Section 14 of the Act of 1900 
containing the principal provisions as to 
the registration of mortgages and charges 
was repealed by this Bill, and there was 
some doubt whether the saving clause 
for Scotland would or would not apply 
to the new provisions in this Bill. Great 
importance was attached to Scotland 
being excluded from the provisions of this 
Bill as to registration of mortgages and 
charges, and he hoped that point would 
have the careful consideration of the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR said he 
would consider the point. The mischief 
against which the registration of mort- 
gages by companies was directed was 
that people dealing with companies 
which had a limited liability sometimes 
found, when they tried to enforce their 
claims, that there were mortgages which 
had been undisclosed to the public, and 
the disclosure of which would have pre- 
vented any person giving the company 
credit. As soon as the unfortunate 
creditor attempted to enforce his claim 
for a just debt down came the mortgagor, 
who was often the promoter of the com- 
pany, and swept off all the assets under 
@ mortgage which no one had ever heard 
of. That was a flagrant and a great 
wrong, and clauses had been inserted 
in this Bill to secure that there should 
always be publicity in regard to any 
such transactions, so that no one should 
be cheated in consequence of the apparent 
prosperity of a company which was, in 
fact, mortgaged up to the hilt. The 
registration of mortgages and charges 
on heritable property was required under 
the Scottish law, but the mortgages to 
which he had referred had no connection 


Lord Baljour of Burleigh. 
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with heritable property. They referred 
to book debts, uncalled capital, and so 
forth ; and the result was that the regis- 
tration of heritable property only 
would not provide the necessary security. 
He wished to know whether it was de- 
sired that companies in Scotland should 
not be obliged to register mortgages on 
movable property. If that was the real 
wish of the people of Scotland, well 
and good; but he thought they ought 
to be satisfied, in the face of the great 
mischief to which he had alluded, that 
this was the wish of the people of Scot- 
land before inserting any such provision. 
For himself he would not, in this matter, 
accept the view of the legal profession, 
for this was a part of high public policy. 
If Lord Balfour would elucidate that 
matter he would be very grateful to 
|him, and would promise the best con- 
sideration to any view put forward. 


| 





*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
said that so far as mortgages and 
charges on heritable property were con- 
cerned there was nothing between them. 
But his information went to show that in 
Scotland no effective mortgage or charge 
could be given upon remaining 
| in the hands of a company such as could 
be created in England by a mortgage 
or charge on uncailed capital, a bill of 
sale, or a floating charge ; and _ registra- 
tion of charges other than those affecting 
heritage, already provided for, was 
therefore unnecessary. If that was right 
it was clear that this part of the Bill 
should not apply to Scotland. His 
information came from those who had 
carefuly considered the matter, and not 
from company promoters or persons 
against whom the Bill was directed. 
He hoped the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack would ascertain for 
himself whether the law was as he 
(Lord Balfour) had stated it. 


assets 





Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Onstow) said he had 
carefully abstained from rising until the 
noble Lord had resumed his seat. But 
a Committee of their Lordships’ House 
had been appointed to consider the 
question of order in debate, and he 
would be greatly surprised if that Com- 
mittee did not find that it was out of 
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House more than once on Report. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
agreed that he had been out of order 
in speaking again on the same matter, 
but said it would be in the recollection 
of the House that the noble and learned 


{14 May 1997} 
order for a noble Lord to address the | 


Lord on the Woolsack had appealed to | 


him for information. But for that 


fact he would not have risen again. 


Taz Lord PRIVY SEAL (The Mar- 
quess of Ripon) said the noble Earl the 
Lord Chairman was quite right. Their 
Lordships had got so demoralised in 
consequence of the latitude during the 
discussions on the Education Bill last 
year that they appeared to have for- 
gotten the rule of the House. 


fact that the rule was that no Peer could 
speak more than once on the Report 


Stage. 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, I hope I shall not be out of order if I 
say one word about this Bill now that it 
is through Report. I have been asked 
whether it is possible that the Third 
Reading could be taken the day after 
to-morrow. That request is made on 
the ground that it would be possible to 
find a really early day in the House of 
Commons before this House meets again 
after the Whitsuntide recess. 
be a great convenience if your Lordships 
would agree to this course, and it would 
If the 
House wiil consent to that I will promise 
my noble friend Lord Balfour that the 


enable us to get on with the Bill. 


Bill. 


a matter which he could deal with in con- 
sultation with others much better than on 
the Third Reading in this House. 


Me: 
162 


THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
In the ordinary circumstances, consider- 
ing that the Bill this evening has been 
dealt with somewhat freely and without 
the House having always a full oppor- 
tunity of knowing what was proposed, I 


think we should have asked for a longer 
| period in which to reconsider the Bill in 


its amended form. But I understand 


| that the Bill receives the consent of your 


Lordships on both sides and that some of 
my noble friends behind me, who have 


| taken a closer interest in it than we have 


He only | 
rose to press upon their Lordships the | 


been able to take, are in favour of the 
course proposed by the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack. If that is so, we 
on this Bench shall raise no objection to 
that course being taken. 


Lorp AVEBURY: I quite agree to 


_the course proposed, and I should like to 


It would | 


'to Questions 


thank the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack and Lord Granard for the 
courtesy with which they have met the 
Amendments that have been suggested. 


Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next, 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 55.) 
THE TERRITORIAL ARMY. 

THE Eart or WEMYSS, who had given 
notice “ To call attention to the Answers 
given by the Under-Secretary for War 


addressed to him on 


| Monday the 29th of April last regarding 
| the ‘ hoped for’ ‘ speculative ’ Territorial 


point he raised shall be fully considered | 


with a view to its being dealt with in the 
House of Commons. 


*Lor DBALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
most readily respond to the appeal of the 
noble and learned Lord. I am sure it is 


Army ; and further, to give the Answers 
to the Questions to which the Under- 
Secretary failed to reply,” said: My 
Lords, I have been asked by my noble 


| friend Lord Portsmouth to postpone the 


| Notice standing in my name until after 


W hitsuntide. 
do so. 


I shall be very glad to 








763 . Private 
MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL [u.t.]. 

in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment, and re-committed to the Standing 


House 


Committee. 
PRIZE COURTS BILL [u.u.]; “EMPLOY- 


! MENT OF WOMEN BILL [1.1]. 
House in Committee (according to 
Bills reported without Amend- 
Standing Committee negatived ; 


order) : 
ment : 
and Bills to be read 3* to-morrow. 


MUNICIPAL REPRESENTATION BILL [u.1. 

Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, in the | 
absence of my noble friend Lord Courtney | 
of Penwith, I beg to move the Motion | 


standing in his name on the Paper. 
Moved, That the following Lords be 
named of the Select Committee— 


KE. Hardwicke. L. Ampthill. 
E. Cathcart. L. Avebury. 


E. Beauchamp. L. Haversham. 
L. Colchester. L. Pirrie. 
L. Monteagle of L. Courtney of Pen- | 


with. 


4. Allendale. 


Brandon. 
L. Belper. 


—(Lord Avebury.) 


THE Marquess OF 
I had been given to understand that one 
of the right rev. Prelates desired to serve 
on this Committee. The 
seemed an excellent one, and if that de- 


suggestion 


{COMMONS} 


LANSDOWNE : | 


Bill Business. 764 
| Lorp AVEBURY: I speak for my 
| noble friend, and I am quite prepared to 
move the Motion without the name of 
Lord Pirrie. The name of a right rey, 
Prelate could be added at a subsequent 
stage. 

On Question, Motion, as amended, 
| agreed to, and the Lords following were 
named of the Select Committee— 


| E. Hardwicke. L. Ampthill. 

| E. Catheart. L. Avebury. 
E. Beauchamp. L. Haversham. 

| L. Colchester. L. Courtney of Pen- 
L. Monteagle of with. 


Brandon. L. Allendale. 
L. Belper. 


The Committee to meet on Thursday next, 
_ at half-past Three o’clock, and to appoint 
their own Chairman. 


| QUALIFICATION OF WOMEN (COUNTY 
| AND BOROUGH COUNCILS) BILL [H.L. ]. 

A Bill to amend the law relating to the 
capacity of women to be elected and act 
borough 


as members of 
| councils—was presented by The Lord 
| President (E. Crewe) ; to be 
| printed; and to be read 2* on Thursday, 
| the 30th instant. (No. 56.) 


county or 


read ]*; 


House adjourned at a quarter past 
Six o’clock, till To-morrow, 


half- past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


sire is still felt on the Episcopal Bench | 


we might substitute the name of a Bishop 
for one of the names in the Motion. 


Tue Marquess oF RIPON: The only 
difficulty is that Lord Courtney is not 


here. It is his Motion and his Com- | 
mittee. 
Tue Marevess or LANSDOWNE: 


But he has placed himself in Lord Ave- 


bury’s hands. 


Tuesday, 14th May, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 


Three o’Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


Great Central Railway  Bill.—As 
'amended, considered, a Clause added, 
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Amendments made, Bill to be read the 
third time. 


Tyne Improvement Bill [Lords] (by 
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From the Lords. 766 


| amended]; Report to lie upon the Table, 


and to be printed. 


Baines’ Name Bill [ Lords].—Reported, 


Order).—Read a second time, and com- | without Amendment ; Report to lie upon 


mitted. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—Read a 
second time, and committed. 


OREGON MORTGAGE COMPANY 
LIMITED, ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


* To confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, relating to the Oregon 
Mortgage Company, Limited,” presented 
by Mr. Sinclair, and ordered. under 
Section 7 of the Act, to be considered 
upon Thursday. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 


LOCAL 


“ To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Evesham, Melton Mowbray, the Dews- 
bury Joint Hospital District, and the 
Mid Sussex Joint Water District,” pre- 
sented by Dr. Macnamara; supporced 
by Mr. Burns; read the first time; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
195. ] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


“ To confirm certain Provisional] Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to the borough of East Ham and urban 
districts of Barking Town and Ilford, and 
the borough of Sunderland,” presented 
by Dr. Macnamara; supported by Mr. 
Burns; read the first time; to be re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
196.] 


Newquay and District Water Bill 
{Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


London United Tramways Bill.— 
Reported, with Amendments [Title 
VOL, CLXXIV. [FourtH SeEriEs,] 





| the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Borax Consolidated Bill [Lords].—Re- 
ported, without Amendment ; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Tees Conservancy Bill [Lords].—Re- 
ported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to extend the Destructive In- 
sects Act, 1877, to all pests destructive to 
crops, trees, or bushes.” [Destructive 
Insects and Pests Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the Urban District Council of 
St. Neot’s to acquire the undertaking of 
the St. Neot’s Water Company, and to 
supply water throughout their district 
and the neighbourhood thereof; and for 
other purposes.” [St. Neot’s Urban Dis- 
trict Council Bill [Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to 
provide for the granting of superannua- 
tion allowances to the officers and ser- 
vants of the Council of the royal borough 
of Kensington ; and for other purposes.” 
[Kensington Borough Council (Super- 
annuation) Bill [Lords. ] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, *‘ An Act 
to authorise the Corporation of Tyne- 
mouth to construct additional works; 
to borrow additional 
for other purposes.” 


moneys ; and 
[Tynemouth Cor- 


| poration (Water) Bill [Lords.] 


St. Neot’s Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords] ; Kensington Borough 


Council (Superannuation) Bill [Lords]: 
Tynemouth Corporation (Water) bill 
[Lords].—Read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


2E 








Returns, 


PETITIONS. 
COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Aspatria, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ADMINISTRATIVE PRO- 
VISIONS )BILL. 
Petition from Fulham, for alteration ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL 
Petitions for alteration; from Aber- 
dour ; Dumfries; and Wick and 
Pulteneytown ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTION) BILL. 
Petition from Blackwell, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SPECIAL | RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTION) BILL. 

Petition from Fulham, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES, 

ETC., BILL. 

Petition from Falkirk, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 

TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: 
Candleriggs; and, Kirkintilloch; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Barry ; 

upon 


Petitions against ; from 
and, Bishop’s Fonthill ; to lie 
the Table. 

LUNATICS (COST OF MAIN- 
TENANCE). 

Petitions for legislation : From Farn- 
ham; Faversham; Lewisham; Long- 
town; and, Romford; to lie upon the 


Table. 


PAUPER 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
(VESSELS 
ETC.). 


CLYDE PORTS 
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from Assynt ; | 


ENTERING, 


Reports, &c. 768 
RETURNS (PRELIMINARY 
STATEMENT). 

Copy presented, of Return relating to 
the Railways of the United Kingdom for 
the year 1906 (Preliminary Statement) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


| RAILWAY 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
amending the Robertsbridge and Peven- 
sey Light Railway Orders of 1900 and 
1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light 
Railways in the borough of Mansfield and 
in the urban districts of Mansfield Wood- 
house and of Sutton-in-Ashfield and in 
the rural district of Skegby, in the county 
of Nottingham, in extension of the Light 
Railways authorised by the Mansfield and 
District Light Railways Order, 1901, and 
for other purposes [by Command]; t 
lie upon the Table. 


1896, 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
the Leicester and District Light Railways 
Order, 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon 


ithe Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 

| Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 

| firmed by the Board of Trade, amending 

the Brackenhill Light Railway Orders of 

| 1901 and of 1904 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


1896. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
| fied and confirmed by the Board of 
| Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the West Riding of 
the county of York, from Ackworth to 


1896. 


Return [Presented 10th May] to be| Kirk Smeaton [by Command]; to lie 


printed. [No. 154.] 


upon the Table. 
i 


up 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 


TAXES AND IMPOSTS. 

Return ordered: “showing: (1) 
the Rates of Duties, Taxes, or Imports 
fed and confirmed by the Board of| collected by Imperial officers; (2) the 
Trade, authorising the construction of | quantities or amounts taxed; (3) the 
Light Railways in the urban district of | gross receipts derived from each Duty ; 
Llanelly and in the rural district of| and (4) the net receipts and appropria- 
Llanelly, in the county of Carmarthen | tions thereof in the year ending the 31st 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. | day of March, 1907; and (1) the aggre- 

| gate gross receipts derived from all such 

LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. ; Duties, Taxes, or Imposts under the 

P | MNeIN: x6 : ‘ neere — ) > 

Copy presented, of Order made by the | principal heads ol revenue; (2) the 

aggregate net receipts; (3) the charges 

fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, of collection ; and (4) the produce, after 

amending the Dudley and District Light | deducting these charges, He each of the 

Railways Order, 1898, and the Dudlev | te® years ending the 31st day of March, 

and District Light Railways (Extensions) | 1907; and notes to show any changes 

Order, 1900 [by Command]; to lie wpon | in the Taxes, Duties, and Imposts conse- 

the Table. quent upon the acceptance of the Budget 

| proposals of 1907 (in continuation of 

| Parliamentary Paper, No. 253, of Session 
| 1906).”—(Mr. Goddard.) 


Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- | 
fed and confirmed by the Board of ‘ 
Trade, authorising the construction of a} Copy ordered “of the Crofters 
Light Railway in the West Riding of the | Holdings (Scotland) Acts, indicating the 
county of York. from Sharow to Kirkby | extensions and Amendments thereof pro- 
Malzeard [by Command]: to lie upon | posed by the Small Landholders (Scot- 
the Table. land) Bill.’—(Mr. Sinclair). 


CROFTERS HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) ACTS. 


THADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).| QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and|C7RCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | 
3782 and 3783 [by Command]; to lie | 
upon the Table. | Dumbarton Sewage Purification. 
Mr. ROBERT DUNCAN  (Lanark- 
MINES AND QUARRIES (EXPLOSION at | Shite, Govan): To ask the Secretary for 
URPETH COLLIERY) | Scotland if he will state how many 
Scottish burghs, including police burghs 
ficcetery of tate for the Boome Peovett- have adopted, or have under considera- 
ment by J. B. Atkins ees Ml Q., tion, modern svstems of sewage puriica- 
nt dy ¢. b. Atkinson, squire, SC. tion works; and whether there are anv 
one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, | . . ; 
os i : ant anne E | special circumstances in the case of the 
le circumstances attending an Hx- 


: ae | burgh of Dumbarton why similar works 
plosion which occurred at Urpeth Colliery, Load } me fe 

vane fs *? | should not be constructed by it. 
near Birtley, Durham, on 17th December, 


906 [by C : ie 1e ys ; mm 
aed, xy Command]; to lie upon the | (Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) The Local 


{Government Board inform me that in 
February last it was found that eighteen 
POLLING DISTRICTS (WEST RIDING OF | Scottish burghs had biological systems of 
YORKSHIRE). sewage purification already in operation. 
Copy presented, of Order made by the | In seven cases systems were being laid 
Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire | down, and in the case of fourteen burgh: 
altering certain Polling Districts in the | schemes were under consideration. What 
Sowerby, Barnsley, Doncaster, and system would best suit the burgh oi 
Holmfirth Parliamentary Divisions [by| Dumbarton could only be decided on 
Act}; to lie upon the Table. after obtaining expert advice. 


2E2 


Copy presented, of Report to the 











771 Questions. 
Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Thomas 
Walsh. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state when the 
evicted farm of Thomas Walsh, on the 
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| 
| 


Ormathwaite Estate, at Coolodorig, Lis- | 


towel, was inspected; when the offer, 


if any, has been made to the landlord by | 
and what | 
reply, if any, has the landlord given in | 
reinstatement of | 


the Estates Commissioners ; 
connection with the 
Thomas Walsh. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners first communicated their 
estimated price for the holding to the 
owner’s agent on 18th September, 1906. 
No reply having been received the Com- 
missioners sent reminders to the agent, 
who, on 20th April, informed them that 
he had forwarded their estimate to the 
owner, but had not yet received a reply. 


Land Purchase Finance—Opportunity for 
iscussion. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): To 
ask the Prime Minister if he can now say 
approximately when the promised op- 
portunity will be afforded for discussing 
land purchase finance; and will the 
question be raised in such a way that 
discussion of the method of inflating 
price and bonus will be in order. 


(Answered by Sir Ho. Oa mpbell- 
Bannerman.) The Government will try 
and give an early Friday after private 
Members’ rights over Fridays have been 
satisfied. 


Letting of Crown Property—Employment 
of Local Agents. 


Sir GEORGE KEKEWICH (Exeter) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the letting of local properties 
belonging to the Crown is left entirely 
in the hands of the Crown Agents, Mers:rs. 
Clutton ; and whether he will consider 
the advisability, with a view to securing 
the more speedy letting of such properties 
and avoiding loss of revenue, of placing 


them in the hands of local agents instead | 
withdrawals of one pound and under for 


of merely placing notice boards on the 
properties. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) My 
hon. friend is mistaken in thinking that 


Questions. 772 
Messrs. Clutton are the only agents for 
Crown property. Except in London it 
is part of the duties of the Crown receivers 
(including Messrs. Clutton) to arrange 
relettings when necessary of the premises 
for which they are receivers, subject to 
instructions from the Commissioner of 
Woods in charge of the premises. To 
employ other agents would lead to 
additional expense which as a general 
rule is not considered necessary. In 
exceptional cases agents are employed 
and Crown premises to let are advertised 
in local or other suitable papers as appears 
expedient. 


Sale of Spirit Licences in Amritsar. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India, whether he is aware that by 
notification, dated the 4th September, 
1906, the number of licences for the sale 
of country and English sp!its in Amritsar 
to be auctioned for 1907-8 was fixed at 
six, and that fourteen licences | 
been sanctioned ; whether he is 
that this is a contravention of the Excise 


lave again 


Lware 


Commissioner’s Circular Letter, No. 608, 
of May 19th, 1906; and whether. having 
regard to the public protests which the 
confirmation of these licences has evoked, 


inquiries will be made with a \iew to 
the reduction originally contemplated 
being carried out. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
I have no information regarding the 
circumstances to which my attention is 
called, but I will request the Government 
of India to make inquiries into the matter 
and to instruct the government 
to take any acton that may be necessary 
to bring the licensing arrangements at 
Amritsar into conformity with the 
circular of the Excise Commissioner. 


local 


Irish Savings Bank Business. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
will state the total amount of Irish 
Savings Bank withdrawals for the last 
annual period for which the figures are 
available; the total amount of Irish 


the same period; and the number of 
complaints received from depositors in 
Ireland during the same period in respect 
to the inconvenience caused to them 
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573 Questions. 


by having to send their deposit books to 
London for examination on every occas- 
sion when they withdrew amounts of 
one pound or under. 


(Answered ly Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
The total amount of the Post Office 
Savings Bank withdrawals in Ireland 
during the year ended December 31st, 
1906 (the last annual period for which 
the figures are available), was £2,209,846. 
Of this amount it is estimated that about 
£144,000 was withdrawn “on demand ”’ 
in sums of £1 and under. No complaints 
appear to have been received from 
depositors in Ireland of inconvenience 
occasioned to them by the rule which 
requires that the deposit book shall 
be sent to London on each occasion of 
a withdrawal “‘ on demand.” 


Irish Postal Business. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether, seeing that 99 per 
cent. of the manufactured stuff used 
in the Post Office in Ireland is not manu- 
fatured in Ireland, and that clerical 
work can be as efficiently and, having 
regard to the cost of housing accommo- 
dation, more economically performed in 
Dublin than in London, will he explain 
why all the paid Irish postal orders are 
sent to London for checking purposes. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
[ am having inquiry made in order to 
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ascertain whether any part of the work 
of examining postal orders paid in | 
Ireland could, with advantage, be per- 
formed in Dublin. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he will state the annual 
income and the annual expenditure 
relating to the Post Office in Ireland for 
the past twenty vears, and the approxi- 
mate amount of this expenditure spent 
during each of those years on material 
imported into Ireland; whether the 
loss shown on the Irish Post Office is 
only a paper loss; and whether he will 
state the approximate annual profit on 
the Irish Post Office for the past twenty 
when debited and credited with 
actual figures. 


vears 





(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
The annual income and expenditure re- 
lating to the Post Office in Ireland fo 
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were as follows :— i 


Questions. 





Annual | Annual Ex- 


Year ended 31st 


March, Income. | penditure. 
ea 2 

1890 - . 678,710 | 664,099 
1891 : - 701,049 688,978 
1392 | 724,812] 749,046 
1893 _ 734,889 | 772,300 
|) ee on 792,810 
ms CiC(“ ;;*;é‘ dL: 801,561 
1896 - -  795,168/| 807,720 
1897 - = - 809,000} + 823,000 
1898 - - 824,000 | 866,000 
1399 - - 846,000 | 943,000 
1900 : : 878,000 | 1,025,000 
1901 - 903,000 1,061,000 
1902 - -. 923,000 | 1,087,000 
1903 ; ; 960,000 | 1,140,000 
1904 - ‘ 980,000 1,126,000 
1905 - 1,002,0C0 | 1,172,000 
1906 - - | 1,043,000 1,199,000 





The above figures have been taken from 
the Financial Relations Returns, which 
were first compiled in 1890. The approxi- 
mate expenditure in those 
material imported into Ireland for Post 
Office purposes cannot be stated. The 
annual loss shown on the Irish Post 
Office in the last fifteen years is not 
merely a paper loss, but the best available 
estimate of the financial results of the 
working of the Irish Post Office in those 
vears. 


years on 


Suggested Transfer of Irish Postal 
Savings Bank Business to Dublin. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether the late Government 
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of the Post Office Savings Bank from 


London to Dublin shortly before the | 


Dunraven devolution scheme was dis- 
cussed in the public Press ; if so, will he 
say why the late Government abandoned 
the carrving out of such transfer: and 
how many Savings Bank clerks were 
asked at that time whether they would 
serve in Dublin in case of a change. 


(Answered by Mr. 
There was not, so far as I am aware, 
any decision such as that mentioned by 
the hon. Member. 


Loss of Registered Letters Addressed 

to Spain. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): To ask the Postmaster-Gener.] 
whether his attention has been called to 
the number of thefts of letters registered 
and otherwise despatched from this 
country to Spain; whether he has 
communicated these complaints to the 
Spanish postal authorities; and, if so, 
with what result; and whether he has 
paid compensation for registered letters 
despatched to Spain and which were not 
delivered ; and, if not, will he do so. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
All complaints of the loss of registered 
or other letters despatched hence to 
Spain are duly communicated to the 
Spanish Post Office ; and every endeavour 
is made to clear them up. In five cases 
during the last twelve months registered 
packets sent to Spain were proved not 
to have been delivered. Three of these 
were sample packets, and were seized by 
the Spanish Customs authorities because 
the addressees refused to pay the duty 
levied on them. The Spanish Post 
Office authorised payment of compen- 
sation, 7.e., the prescribed postal union 
indemnity of 50 franes, to the sender: 
in the other two cases. 


Overtime of Dublin Telegraphists. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 


S.): To ask the Postmaster-General 


whether he is aware that certain Dublin | 


telegraphists who performed overtime 
on 9th April, had their regular attendances 
subsequently curtailed and overtime can- 
celled ; whether he can state the reason 
of this departure irom practice, and 
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had decided to transfer the Irish portion | 


Sydney Burton.) | 
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whether this course has his sanction: 
and whether the officials subjected to 
this treatment, who made representa- 
tions locally, will be favoured with a 
reply to their representations. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
The matter to which the hon. Member 
refers was reported to me, and I have 
already given instructions for the full 
overtime payment to be allowed. 


Metropolitan Railway Whistles. 

Mr. STANGER (Kensington, W.): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that annoy- 
ance has for a long time past been caused 
to residents in North Kensington, in the 
neighbourhood of the Metropolitan Rail- 
way, owing to the drivers of locomotives 
sounding their whistles or si ens upon 
approaching the stations, and that this 
practice has continued in spite of con- 
stant protests, and notwithstanding as- 
surances by the general manager of 
the company that such whistling is con- 
trary to orders; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of taking action 
in the matter. 


Lloyd-George.) I 
railway 


(2 {nswered by Mr. 
have communicated with the 
company in this matter, and have re- 
ceived a reply of which I am sending 
my honourable friend a copy. 


Local Government Electors in Ireland. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state the population and number of 
local government electors in each of the 
Parliamentary constituencies in [reland 
according to the latest Returns. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Parliamen- 
tarv Return, No. 22, of this 
shows the population and the number 
of Parliamentary electors in each Parlia- 
mentary constituency. Particulars as 
to the number of local government 
electors in each Parliamentary constitu- 
ency in Ireland have not been prepared, 
but if the hon. Member should see fit 
to move for a Return giving those par- 
ticulars, I will offer no objection to its 
being granted. Its preparation would, 


session 
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717 Questions. 
however, take some time, as the informa- 
tion would have to be obtained from the 
clerks of the peace, who have the custody 
of the registers. The population of each 
constituency could also be shown in 
the Return. 


Restriction of Ocean Fishing Rights off 
County Donegal. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has received a 
resolution, unanimously passed by the 
Younty of Donegal Committee of Agricul- 
ture, in condemnation of the by-law 
proposed by the Agricultural Department 
restricting the fishermen’s rights of 
public fishing in the ocean off the con- 
gested districts of the county Donegal, 
in the sole interests of the Fovle and 
Bann Fishery Company which has the 
monopoly of the entire of Lough Foyle 
and its rivers and tributaries ; and, if so, 
what reply has been given to that resolu- 
tion; and what steps have the Govern- 
ment taken or do they propose to take 
in prevention of this incursion of public 
rights. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.,: The pro- 
posed by-law was submitted for the 
approval of the Lords Justices in Council, 
but they declined to approve of it. The 
by-law has therefore not come into force. 


Irish Stone for Irish Government 
Buildings. 

Mr. SWI*®'T MACNEILL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has received a 
resolution of the Donegal County Council, 
unanimously adopted by the County 
Donegal Committee of Agriculture, pro- 
testing against proposals for the building 
of the superstructure of the technical 
training college with Portland stone, 
notwithstanding that a much superior 
stone, Mount Charles stone, can be had 
in the county Donegal, and has been 
used with’great success in large buildings, 
among others in the cathedral in Letter- 
kenny, its superiority having been con- 
clusively proved by analysis; and 
whether," by representation to the Trea- 
sury or by any other method, steps will 
be taken that Irish stone, when admittedly 
superior in quality, will be used in Irish 
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Government buildings in preference to 
foreign material. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I am 
informed that large quantities of brick 
and stone of Irish origin will be used in 
the superstructure of the building and 
that Portland stone will only be employed 
when no other is so suitable. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Francis 
Gallagher. 


Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners have received an application for 
reinstatement from Francis Gallagher, 
an evicted tenant living at Irvinestown, 
county Fermanagh ; and, if so, whether 
any steps are being taken to reinstate 
him or provide him with a farm. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have inquired into the 
case of Francis Gallagher, and upon 
full consideration of the facts have 
decided to take no action in the case. 


Whereabouts of Burrowes, of Burrowes 
and Mayne. 


Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether the police are 
aware of the whereabouts of Burrowes, 
of the firm of Bufrowes and Mayne, 
stockbrokers, who defrauded his clients ; 
and, if so, why they do not bring him 
to justice. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) It does not 
seem desirable to answer such a Question 
as this, as doing so might in many cases 
defeat the course of justice. The hon. 
Member may rest assured that the 
police will spare no effort to bring offen- 
ders to justice. 


The Irish Privy Council. 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland to furnish a list of the present 
members of the Irish Privy Council, 
showing the county or city in Ireland 
in which each is a ratepayer. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I refer to 
my Answer to the Question put by the 
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10th instant.t I have no information 
as to the districts in which members of 
the Privy Council may be ratepayers. 


The Dunraven Devolution Scheme. 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can see his way to circulat- 
ing, for the information of Members of 
this House, a copy of the scheme of 
Devolution drafted in 1903-4 by Lord 
Dunraven and the Under-Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I find that 
no such document exists among the 
records of the Irish Government. 


The Irish Council—Revenue of the Eight 
Departments to be Absorbed. 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state the gross revenue 
from all sources of each of the eight 
departments to be placed under the 
control of the Irish Council, and the 
total: the gross revenue from all sources 
of each of the Irish departments not to be 
placed under that control, and the total ; 
and add to this latter total the gross 
annual payments and expenditure for 
and in connection with land by the Con- 
gested Districts Board, the Land Com- 
mission, and Estates 
respectively, the total sum paid as 
bonus under the Land Act of 1903 to 
the 31st March, 1907, and the total 
net loss incurred under all heads under 
that Act to 31st March, 1907. 


Commissioners, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) It would 
not be desirable to attempt to deal with a 
complicated matter of this kind by way of 
Question and Answer. If the hon. Mem- 
ber should think fit to move for a Returr, 
and would acquaint me in the first place 
with the terms of his proposed Motion, 
the question of granting the Return 
would be fully considered. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Bryan 
Galvin. 


Mr. FLAVIN: To ask the 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland when the Estates Commissioners 
hope to be able to reinstate 3rvan Galvin, 


t See (4) Debates, clxxiv., 468. 
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hon. Member for South Down on the| 


Chief 
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of Inch East, near Listowel, an evicted 
tenant, in his holding. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have investigated the 
case of Bryan Galvin, and, upon full 
consideration of all the facts, have 
decided to take no action in the case. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Michael 
Mulvihill. 

Mr. FLAVIN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the 
sloners have received an application for 
a grant from Michael Mulvihill, of Shron- 
owen, Listowel, who claims he was 
evicted in 1889, and 1900, and again in 
1901 ; and whether his ap dlication can be 
acceded to. 


Estates Commis- 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The appli- 
cation referred to was only recently 
received by the Estates Commissioners. 
The case will be investigated in due course. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Mrs. 
Connor. 

Mr. FLAVIN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether john Sands, the landlord 
of the evicted farm at Cloontubbrid, 
Listowel, has offered same to the Estates 
Commissioners, so as to reinstate the 
evicted tenant, Mrs. O’Connor; and, if 
so, how soon the evicted tenant may hope 
to get back. 

(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners are about to 
have an inspection made, with the 
owner’s permission, of the lands of the 
Cloontubbrid South, with the object of 
estimating the price which they may offer 
for the property. The question whether 
the evicted tenant can be reinstated 
cannot be considered at the present stage. 


Free Grants to Congested Districts 
Boards for Construction of Piers, 
Harbours, etc. 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH (Fe’- 
managh, N.): To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land what is the total amount of the 
free grants of money that have been 
made to Ireland under the heads of 
Congested Districts Boards, Department 





alt 
of 


ha 


re 


Co 


me 


ha 


to 

he 
of 

fro 
Wit 
if 1 
Teg 


int 


fed 


tes 
he 
ull 


ve 


lef 
of 
‘is- 
for 
ne 
vas 
In 
be 


yli- 
tly 


re- 
the 
Pen 

of 
ent 





781 (Questions. {14 May 1907} Questious. 782 


of Agriculture and Technical Instruction, 
piers, harbours and navigation since 1840, 
and other free grants, respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
preparation of a statement of expendi- 
ture from State sources upon piers, 
harbours, and navigation works for the 
past sixty-seven years would involve the 
utmost labour, and I do not think that 
any useful purpose would be served by 
preparing such a statement unless corres- 
ponding statements were prepared for 
England and Scotland in order to permit 
of comparison. The sums spent by the 
Congested Districts Board and the De- 
partment of Agriculture can be ascer- 
tained from the Annual Reports of these 
bodies. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Greenwich Observatory and the County | 


Council Generating Station. 
Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
[ beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether a formal reply on the subject 
of the generating station at Greenwich 
has yet been received from the London 


County Council in compliance with the | 


request made to them last March. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpMuND Rosertson, (Dun- 
dee): Yes, Sir. I may add that the 
Admiralty stands by the report of the 
special Committee, and have communi- 
cated that fact to the London County 
Council. 


Mr. ASHLEY: Have the County 
Council agreed to carry out the recom- 
mendations of the Committee ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
have reported the latest phase of the pro- 
ceedings. 


Sales of Obsolete War Vessels. 
Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if 


he can give the estimated market value | 


of the three obsolete war vessels sold 
from the Holy Loch, had these been sold 
without the breaking up condition ; and, 
if not, will he take steps to find this out 


regarding the remaining vessels anchored | 


in the Clyde. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : It is 
not possible in either case to say what 
price the vessels in question would realise 
if sold without any condition as to hreak- 
ing up. We have no data on which to 
base an estimate. 


Dockyard Writers. 

Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the attention of the Lords 
Commissioners of the Admiralty has 
been called to the disappointment which 
their new scheme with reference to the 
dockyard writers has aroused among the 
members of that class; whether their 
Lordships will receive a representative 
deputation from all the Royal Dockyards 
|in order that the writers’ views may be 
| expressed ; and whether, until that is 
| done, their Lordships will give directions 
| that the new scheme should not be put 
into force. 





Mr. MALLET (Plymouth): At the 
| same time may I ask the Secretary to 
| the Admiralty whether he is aware that 
| first-class dockyard writers have had no 
improvement in their maximum scale of 
pay since 1879; whether, under the new 
scheme just issued by the Admiralty, 
these writers will be unable to get an 
advance of pay unless they give up their 
established positions and their right to a 
pension ; and, if so, whether, before that 
scheme is acted on, the Lords of the 
Admiralty will consent to receive a 
deputation from the writers to show why, 
on this and on other points, the new 
scheme has caused dissatisfaction to the 
men. 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON: Though the 
maximum pay of these writers has not 
| been changed there have been improve- 
ments in their pay and possibilities of 

promotion during the period mentioned. 
First class established writers who receive 
the maximum rate of pay of &s. a day 
have been given the option of entering 
‘the new (hired) grade carrying an in- 
‘creased maximum of 8s. 6d. aday. The 
acceptance of this offer will not involve 
the forfeiture of pension in respect to 
their service prior to date of transfer to 
new grade. No reason is seen for sus- 
pending the order issued recently that 
the new scheme was to come into 
operation on the Ist ultimo. The writers 
|were heard at the dockyard inquiries 
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last year, and the same class have | 
brought their complaints before the Board | 
at the visit to Chatham this year, and | 
will be allowed to do the same thing | 
when the Board’s visits take place to the | 
remaining dockyards this summer. 


(Juestions. 


Royal Scots Greys. 

Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
War whether, if he persists in sending the 
Royal] Scots Greys to Bulford, there will 
be thirty-eight families who will be com- 
pelled to live at Tidworth, a distance of | 
eight miles, and thirty-eight married men, | 
not on the establishment, who will be 
separated from their wives and children 
completely for a period of probably 
eighteen months or two years ; and, if so, | 
whether, in view of the cruelty and hard- 
ship involved, he will consider the advisa- 
bility of utilising the empty infantry | 
barracks at Tidworth, so as to make | 
proper provision for all the married meu, | 
it being only necessary to put up wooden | 
stabling for the horses ; and whether he 
could see his way, even now, to make this 
most necessary and desirable change in 
the arrangements. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) : 
Arrangements are in course of being 
made for moving the regiment to Tid- 
worth instead of to Bulford. 


Volunteer Field Artillery. 

*CaptaAIN FABER (Hampshire, An. 
dover): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
fact that by the Bill now before the 
House it is proposed to create Volunteer 
Field Artillery, he will adhere to his 
expressed intention of destroying some 
3,800 of the Royal Artillery, and by so 
doing reduce the Artillery Reserve. 


F3Mr. HALDANE: I| have nothing to 
add at present to the very full statements 
which I have already made on these | 
points. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) : 
What will be the name of the Field 
Artillery in the Territorial Force 4 


Mr. HALDANE: I cannot say at 
present. 


{COMMONS} 
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Unrest in India. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the political agitation in India has for its 
purpose the desire of the educated 
Indians, Mahomedans, and Hindus to 


| participate in the government of their 
/own country, he will give instructions 


that Mr. Lajpatrai, the pleader of the 
Punjab chiet court, who has been 


| recently deported, shall be given a public 


trial. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
(Mr. MORLEY, Montrose 
Burghs) : I made a very full statement 
on this subject yesterday, and I have 
nothing to add to, or take from, it. 


The Zambesi Falls. 

Mr. ESSEX (Gloucestershire, Ciren- 
cester): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary ot State for the Colonies whether 
he can now inform this House of the 
terms and ,conditions of concessions and 
reservations made at the Victoria Falls 


| (Zambesi) by the British South Africa 


Company. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE COLONIES (Mr. CHURCHILL, 
Manchester, N.W.): The British South 
Africa Company have, by indenture 
dated the 14th December, 1906, in 
pursuance of an agreement of even date, 
granted and devised to the African Con- 
cessions Syndicate, Limited, the exclusive 
lease of the entire water power of the 
river Zambesi at the place known as the 
Victoria Falls, for a period of seventy- 
five years from the 31st December, 
1906, with power to enter upon and use 
an area of land which is described as 
having a five-mile radius from Living: 
stone Islands — always excepting the 
Rain Forest and the public parks on 
both banks of the river. No works, 
however, are to be constructed in this 
area other than a weir and a canal. The 
agreement fully defines the purpose ol 
the lease to the syndicate, and attaches 
certain conditions to the use of the 
Zambesi for the purpose of developing 
and transmitting electrical power. One 
of these conditions is that the syndicate 
shall undertake that none of the works 
to be carried out under the agreement 
shall destroy, disfigure, or interfere with 
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the natural beauty and characteristics of 
the Victoria Falls and their surround- 
ings. The other provisions of the agree- 
ments are too long to be compressed 
within the limits of an Answer in this 
House. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Graves- 
end): Does the agreement reserve any 
revisionary powers to the British South 
African administration, safeguarding the 
public interest and preventing the 
creation of a monopoly ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I must ask for 
notice of that Question. 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): In view of the danger to the 


picturesqueness of the falls, will care be 
taken that too much water is not taken 
from the Zambesi from above the falls 
during the dry season ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL was understood to 


say that that was provided against. 


The New Hebrides. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, in the case of children or young 
females being recruited as indentured 
labourers under the New Hebrides Con- 
vention, they shall only be so recruited 
when accompanied by their parents, from 
whom they shall not be separated. 


I beg also to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether, in the 
case of married women being recruited 
under the New Hebrides Convention as 
indentured labourers, they shall only be 
so recruited when accompanied by their 
husbands, from whom they shall not be 
separated. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Owing to the 
fact that natives of the New Hebrides 
have three or four wives, who are ex- 
changed whenever it pleases the men to 
do so, there are difficulties in the way of 
adopting the hon. and gallant Member’s 
suggestions as they stand. No doubt 
these difficulties were felt by the Con- 
servative Government which in 1888 
passed the Ordinance under which females 


between ‘the ages of twelve and forty 


may be recruited from the New Hebrides 


lor service in Fiji without any restriction 


{14 May 1907} 


Questions. 786 
but their own consent. His Majesty’s 
Government are, however, considering 
whether any licences issued to British 
vessels should not altogether forbid the 
recruiting of females for service outside 
the group. I have already explained 
that the limit of height under Article 
XXXIII (2) of the recent Convention 
will be so fixed as to exclude the employ- 
ment of children of tender years. 


Sirk GILBERT PARKER: Will the 
restriction of which the right hon. 
Gentleman speaks affect also the importa- 
tion or exportation of children to New 
Caledonia ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: If the hon. 
Gentleman had followed my Answer he 
would have heard that the Government 
are considering whether any licences 
issued to British vessels shall not alto- 
gether forbid the recruiting of females 
for service outside the group. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) : Will that restriction involve an 
alteration of the text of the Convention ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. The 
licences which have to be issued under 
the Convention can be withheld at the 
discretion of the officer in charge. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
Will French vessels be allowed to carry 
them ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the British 
Government only dealt with the affairs 
of the British Empire, affairs which con- 
cerned British people and people who 
came under its authority. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: Are we to 
understand that the Government has not 
a joint responsibility with the French 
Government for the exportation of labeur 
in any portion of the South Seas ! 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir; but 
notice should be given of questions in 


regard to matters of legal difticulty, 
complicated by our relations to another 
Power. 

St. Helena. 

Mayor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he has any 
official information as regards the present 
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condition of the island of St. Helena; | Sweden and Norway—Treaty 
whether any offer has been made by the | Negotiations. 


Government to help the inhabitants to| Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the Seere- 
emigrate ; and, if so, how many, if any, | tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
of them took advantage of the offer. | any progress has yet been made in the 
: | negotiations between this country and 
Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary of | other Powers with a view to the substitu- 
State is kept fully informed by the | tion of a new treaty for that of 1855 with 
Governor as to the condition of St. | reference to Sweden and Norway. 
Helena. Inquiries were made recently 
as to how many persons would wish to} Sik EDWARD GREY: The negotia- 
emigrate if passages were provided ; and | tions to which the hon. Member refers 
eleven men and women offered themselves | are still under consideration, and, for the 
for domestic service in South Africa, and | reason given in my reply to a similar 
sixty-three men for employment as | Question on 11th April, Iam unable to 
ordinary seamen; but it has not yet | make any statement concerning them. 
been possible to arrange a_ practical 
scheme of emigration. Tonkin Railways. 
Sin F. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
British Embassy at Tokio—Medical wich): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
aspen | for Foreign Affairs whether the arrange- 
Sir W. J. COLLINS (St. Pancras,| ment with France in 1896, whereby it 
W.): 1 beg to ask the Secretary of State | was agreed to share equally all privileges 
for Foreign Affairs whether the medical | or advantages that might be conceded by 
officer to the British Embassy at Tokio! China in Yunnan, included any arrange- 
is a British subject ; and whether he is) ment for the passage of British goods for 
a legally qualitied medical practitioner | China through Tonkin without payment 
within the meaning of the Medical Acts. of duty, or for a drawback on the Chinese 
frontier of any duty which may have 
THE SECRETARY or STATE FoR | been levied at the port of entry ; if not, 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir EDWARD | whether, in view of the penetration of 
GREY, Northumberland, Berwick): I the Chinese provinces of Yunnan and 
understand that Dr. Wunsch, the medical | Kwangsi by the Tonkin railways, His 
officer referred to, who was appointed Majesty’s “Government will, in the 
early in 1905 and still holds the post, | interests of British trade, endeavour to 
is not a British subject. But before he’ make such arrangements ; and whether 
was appointed endeavours were made by | any preferential treatment is accorded to 
His Majesty's Ambassador at Tokio to French goods on the steamers on the Red 
secure the services of a suitable British River or on the railway in Tonkin. 
subject, and none was available. As 
regards the second part of the Question, Sir EDWARD GREY: The Answer 
I must point out that Dr. Wunsch has to the first part of the Question is in the 
very high qualifications, and as his | negative, but the matter wil] be con- 
practice is in Japan the special technical | sidered in the event of an opportunity 
qualification referred to does not apply. occurring. Nothing is known of any 
preferential treatment of French goods 
Sir W. J. COLLINS: Is not the} on the steamers on the Red River or on 
British Embassy at Tokio a public institu- | the railways in Tonkin. 
tion within the meaning of the Act, and is 


it not therefore contrary to law to appoint Egyptian Ministry of Justice. 
anyone else than a registered medical Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northumber- 
practitioner ? land, Tyneside) : I beg to ask the Secretary 


of State for Foreign Affairs what is the 

Sir EDWARD GREY: If so, the| number of British judges and other 

Embassy would have had to go without | British judicial officers attached to the 

a medical officer. | Ministry of Justice in Egypt; and what 

penkravewaay 2ctisac , | is their rate of increase since the conclusion 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) : Was | o¢ the Anglo-French Agreement of 8th 
the appointment advertised ? April, 1904. F 


Stir EDWARD GREY : I cannot say. ¢ See (4) Debates clxxii., 301. 
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Srr EDWARD GREY: I have no 


jnformation which enables me to answer 
the hon. Member's Question exactly. 
But he can find particulars respecting the 
number and rate of increase of the 
European staff of the Egyptian Ministry 
of Justice in Lord Cromer’s last Report 
(see Egypt Blue-book No. 1, 1907, page 
38). I will make inquiry as to the 
further information asked for. 


British Consuls in Egypt. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any, and which, of the 
British Consuls in Egypt have been 
appointed to such posts by reason of 
their commercial and industrial experi- 
ence; and whether, if such be not the 
ease, he will, in order to assist British 
subjects in meeting the severe and 
increasing competition in that country, 
replace the present Consuls by others 
possessing the requisite experience, or, 
alternatively, will appoint commercial 
and industrial experts to British consu- 
lates in Egypt. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: There are two 
British Consuls, one with the local the 
other with the personal rank of Consul- 
General, in Egypt, apart from Sir Eldon 
Gorst. Both of these Consuls are officers 
of long and thorough experience in all 
the duties, including the commercial 
duties, discharged by their service in 
oriental countries ; and no reflection has 
been cast upon their qualifications for 
their present posts, which they have held 
for some years. There is, therefore, no 
reason for making any change at present 
of consular officers in Egypt. There are, 
in addition, two Vice-Consuls in Egypt. 
Consular posts in Egypt are usually filled 
from the Levant Service, entrance to 
which is obtained by open competition. 
With regard to the suggestion of the 
hon. Member that commercial and in- 
dustrial experts should be chosen outside 
the service, I must point out that there is 
no more reason for doing this as regards 
Egypt than there is in the case of other 
industrial countries. The best we can do 
is to get men who have some commercial 
knowledge to enter for the Consular 
Service, to give them some training at 
the Board of Trade before beginning 
their duties abroad, and to encourage the 
study of commercial matters afterwards. 
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Mr. C. E. PRICE (Edinburgh, Cen- 
tral): Have any of these Consuls employed 
in Egypt received any commerial training? 
Has not Germany several Consuls in 
Egypt having business qualifications ? 


Stir EDWARD GREY: I am not 
aware of the particular qualifications of 
the German Consuls, but with regard to 
the whole Consular Service our etiort is 
to encourage commercial training. 


Cairo Post Office. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, why, seeing that Friday is the 
Moslem day of rest, there is not the same 
restriction of hours on that day as on 
Sundays in the postal service at Cairo 
and Alexandria; and whether the 
Customs offices are closed on Sundays and 
open on Fridays. 


Str EDWARD GREY : I do not know 
what the facts are, and I am not aware 
that any complaint has been made on the 
points referred to in the Question. But 
it is clearly a matter which must be 
left to the discretion of the Egyptian 
Government. 


Alien Criminals. 

Captain FABER (Hampshire, An- 
dover): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he can state the number of persons 
received into London prisons on convie- 
tion, summary or other, during 1906, 
who according to their own statements 
were born in foreign countries. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Giap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): The figure is 1,823, 
which compares very satisfactorily with 
the figure 2,206 for the previous year, 
1905. 


« Hours of Work in Mines Inquiry. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he will expedite 
the issue of the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee on Hours of Work in 
Mines immediately the Report is made ; 
and if he can now say when it is likely 
to be in the hands of Members. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The Committee 
expect to place their Report in my hands 
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this week, and steps will be taken to| are made partners, gains or losses are 
expedite the printing as much as possible | divided in the proportion of about 61 to 
30 that it may be available for Members | the consumers to | to the shareholders, 
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shortly after Whitsuntide. 


South Metropolitan Gas Company and 
the London Municipal Society. 

Mr. WILES (Islington, 8.) : 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that the South Metropolitan Gas 
Company made a contribution to the 
funds of the London Municipal Society 
previous to the late London County 
Council election; and, if so, is he in a 
position to state the amount of such con- 
tribution. 


Toe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-GrorGE, Car- 
narvon Boroughs): I am informed by 
the South Metropolitan Gas Company 
that they subscribed a sum of £21 to the 
funds of the London Municipal Society 
in January last. I am causing the 
directors’ letter, which is rather too long 
to read to the House, to be printed with 
the Votes. 


[The letter was as follows] :— 


“South Metropolitan Gas Company. 
“709, Old Kent Road, S.E. 
“8th May, 1907. 


“The Assistant Secretary 
“(Harbour Department), 

“ Board of Trade, 

“7 Whitehall Gardens, 8.W. 
“ Sir, 

“In reply to the question anent a 
subscription to the London Municipal 
Society in your letter of the Ist instant, 
which was read to my Board to-day, 
being their first meeting after its receipt, 
I have to say that this company sub- 
scribed £21 to that society in January 
last. 


“Tn response to your further inquiry | 


for any observations the directors may 
have to make on the subject, I am in- 
structed to say that this company is one 
of the largest ratepayers in South London, 
paying £88,000 a year in rates, being an 
increase of 50 per cent. in the last seven 
vears. 

“Under the operation of the sliding 
scale as applied to gas companies where- 


I beg to | 


| Consequently of this large sum about 
| 86 per cent., or £75,000, a year is paid by 
| the consumers, the predominant partner, 
“Parliament having by the sliding 
scale united the interests of consumers 
and shareholders, it is the duty of the 
company as well as its interest to do the 
best for both. parties by economising in 
every possible way. 
“Tt is to the advantage of the con- 
sumers, who are all ratepayers, as well as 
that of the company’s shareholders and 
its employees, who are also shareholders, 
that the waste and extravagance of the 
local authorities should be checked, and 
that honest and capable men should be 
|elected on public bodies to secure eco- 


|nomical and efficient management, for 
‘efficiency cannot be separated from 
jeconomy. The directors consider it 


their duty to adopt all lawful means to 
that end, and they believe the action they 
have taken is for the public good. , 

“T am also instructed to direct atten- 
tion to the gross injustice which the 
| continuance of the present system inflicts 
| on all joint stock companies , they pay a 
| very large and increasing proportion of 
| the rates with no control whatever over 
| their expenditure, and with no voice or 
| vote in the election of the London and 
| borough councillors or the members of 
| the boards of guardians. Such taxation 
| without representation cannot be justi- 
| fied. The system, or rather the want of 
system, has been allowed to grow with 
the growth of joint stock companies, 
and a remedy is urgently needed to give 
them their proper share in municipal 
government. 

“T am, ete., 


(signed) FRANK BusH, 


= Secretary.” 


Registrar of Births and Deaths. 
Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
| westry) : I beg toask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he is 
|aware that a number of registrars of 
| births and deaths in certain districts 
suffer serious reductions of income by 
reason of depopulation, and consequently 
on retirement receive superannuation 
allowance sums disproportionate to their 





by gas shareholders and gas consumers | contributions in the early years of their 
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appointment ; and whether he will con- 
sider the advisability of appointments to 
registrarships at a fixed salary instead 
of the present system of payment by 
fees, and the need of an inquiry into the 
practicability of a proper system of 
promotion. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
BurNsS, Battersea): I am aware that in 
a certain number of cases the amount of 
the fees received by registrars of births 
and deaths is reduced by reason of a 
diminution in the population of the areas 
for which they act and other causes, 
whilst in a certain number of other cases 
the amount is increased by reason of a 
rise in the population of these areas and 
other causes. The registrars, however, 
accept the possibility of any such increase 
or dimination with their appointment, 
and where they lose fees in consequence 
of a re-arrangement of registration stb- 
districts they, as a rule, receive compen- 
sation. A fixed salary could not be 
substituted for the present system of 
payment by fees without legislation. I 
am not aware of any sufficient reason for 
an inquiry of the kind suggested. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN: Is it not a 
fact that they are paid by salary in 
Scotland ? 


West Riding Higher Education Rate. 

Mr. CLOUGH (Yorkshire, W.R., Skip- 
ton): | beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
has yet decided, concerning the appeal 
of the West Riding County Council, to 
substitute a 3d. for the 2d. limit upon 
the rate for higher education imposed by 
the Education Act, 1902; and whether 
his decision is favourable to the sub- 
stitution. 


{14 May 1907} 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have received | 


the report of the inspector after the 
inquiry recently held by him on this 
subject, and [ am in communication with 


the Board of Education with regard to it. 
| 


Hong Kong Mail Service. 

Mr, HOLT (Northumberland, Hex- 
ham): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General if his attention has been called 
to the unsatisfactory character of the 
French mail service between this country 
and Hong Kong; and, having regard to 


794 


the fact that letters for Hong Kong 
despatched from London to Singapore 
via Bombay, and posted again in Singa- 
pore, reach Hong Kong from three to 
tive days earlier than they would do if 
posted in London on the same day direct. 
to Hong Kong, he will take steps to 
forward mails to and from Hong Hong 
by this route, so as in conjunction with 
the fortnightly Peninsular and Oriental! 
mail to give an efficient weekly mail 
service between this country and Hong 
Kong. 


Questions. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SyDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): My attention has not been called to 
anything unsatisfactory in the character 
of the mail service to Hong Kong by 
French packet ; and there have not been 
any special complaints on the subject 
recently. It may be the case that letters 
for Hong Kong sent to Singapore by 
sritish contract packet via Bombay and 
reposted at Singapore occasionally reach 
Hong Kong earlier than the mails 
despatched by French contract packet 
the same week. This, however, can only 
occur when the Singapore Post Office 
happens to be in a position to send a 
mail to Hong Kong by a steamer leaving 
Singapore almost immediately after the 
arrival of the mails from England via 
Bombay ; but the first regular contract 
packet from Singapore for Hong Kong is 
the French one. There would, therefore, 
be no advantage in sending mails to 
Singapore to wait there two or three days 
for the French packet by which they 
might have been sent from Europe. The 
British packet frequently arrives at Hong 
Kong ahead of the scheduled time while 
the French one is occasionally a little 
late, with the result that the French 
packet usually arrives ten days after the 
British one of the preceding week ; but 
it must be borne in mind that correspon- 
denge for transmission by French packets 
can be posted in London at the General 
Post Office up to 9.30 on Saturday 
morning, while correspondence for the 
British packet leaves on Friday evening. 


Punishment in the Post Office. 

Mr. O'GRADY: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General whether, when a Post 
Office servant is punished by loss of 
seniority, no amount of unblemished 
service will suffice to restore him to his 
former position ; and, if so, whether he 
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will modify the regulation which inflicts 
punishment for the whole of the man’s 
service and denies him any power of 
recovery. 


Questions. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: In such a 
case the lost seniority is irrecoverable, 
except in so far as it might be regained 
by promotion to a superior class. To 
revise the rule would inflict injury on the 
reduced officer’s colleagues whose conduct 
was better than his own and below whom 
he had been placed. Loss of seniority is 
a punishment imposed only in cases of 
grave misconduct ; and I am not prepared 
to take any step which would weaken its 
effect. 

Education of Boarded-Out Pauper 
hildren. 

Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 


{COMMONS} 





796 


bear the cost of educating such children 
if the guardians refuse to take advantage 
of the provisions which Parliament in 
Section 2 of the Elementary Education 
Act, 1900, has provided for the purpose. 


Halsall Charity. 


Questions. 


Sirk G. KEKEWICH (Exeter): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board 


of Education whether, seeing that the 
trustees of the Halsall Charity applied 
for a new scheme more than two years 
ago, i.¢.,in November, 1904, and that the 
Board of Education have continually been 
pressed by the ratepayers of Great Crosby 
to proceed with the scheme, he will state 


| what are the reasons for the delay which 


has taken place in the preparation of the 


| scheme ; and whether the Board will now 


of Education whether he is aware that | 


hitherto children boarded-out in the 
country by Poor Law guardians have 
been admitted to free education in the 
local public elementary schools equally 
with the other village children, but that 
recently several provincial education 
authorities have claimed from the guar- 
dians the net cost of the education of 
boarded-out children, and intimated that 
in future children will not be admitted 
unless they are so paid for; and whether, 
with a view to preventing the discourage- 
ment of boarding-out in the country, he 
proposes to take any, and, if any, what 
steps in the matter. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): I have no desire to dis- 
courage the system of boarding-out, and 
where the guardians area is within the 
educational area in which children are 
boarded-out I agree with my hon. friend 
that there is no sufticient reason for the 
education authority to exact a contribu- 
tion from the guardians. So far as I am 
aware no such claim is usually made. If 
any case of the kind is brought to my 
notice I shall be prepared to hold that 
the exclusion of such children on the 
ground that the guardians have refused 
to make a contribution is not reasonable. 


3ut where children are boarded-out in an | 


area other than that in which they are 


normally resident it does not appear to | 


me equitable that the ratepayers of that 
area should be under any opligation to 


press forward the scheme for publication 
without further delay ; and, if not, why 
further delay is judged necessary. 


Mr. MCKENNA: The preparation of 
the scheme was originally postponed in 
view of the fact that a sale of the charity 
property was in progress which was calcu- 
lated materially to increase and has in 
fact materially increased the income 
available; and a further. postponement 
was due to last year’s Education Bill. A 
draft scheme is now in course of prepara- 
tion and will be proceeded with as expe- 
ditiously as possible. 


Board of Education. 
Mr. CLOUGH: I beg to ask the Presi- 


| dent ofthe Board of Education of whom the 


Board consists ; when and by whom they 
were appointed ; the salaries and emolu- 
ments attached to the office of each 
member, apart from the President him- 
self ; whether he can state the date of 
its last meeting ; when it is likely to be 
summoned to another meeting; and 
whether the Board, as a Board, have the 
appointment and dismissal of the staff 
and are responsible for its adequacy and 
efficiency. 


Mr. MCKENNA: The Board consists 
of a President, the Lord President of the 
Council (unless he is appointed President 
of the Board), His Majesty’s principal 
Secretaries of State, the First Commis- 
sioner of His Majesty’s Treasury, and the 
Chancellor of His Majesty’s Exchequer. 
The Board was appointed in pursuance of 
Sub-section (2) of Section 1 of the Board 
of Education Act, 1899. Apart from the 
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meagre allowance paid to the President 
no member of the Board receives any 
emolument by virtue of his membership. 
I have no record of any meeting of the 
Board, and I have no immediate intention 
of convening one. The Answer to the 
last paragraph is in the affirmative. 


Mr. CLOUGH: Is any ecclesiastical 
or sectarian test applied to members of 
this Board ? 

Mr. MCKENNA: No, Sir. 


Defaulting Education Authorities. 

Mr. CLOUGH : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education in how 
many instances the Education (Local 
Authority Default) Act, 1904, has been 
put into operation, and will he give a list 
thereof with the dates and causes of 
default, and of those which have since 
heen withdrawn. 


Mr. MCKENNA: I will send my hon. 
friend a statement showing the payments 
under the Education (Local Authority 
Default) Act, 1904, with the dates on 
which they took place. The cause was 
in each case that specified in Sub-section 
(1) (b) of Section 1 of the Act, viz., that 
It appeared to the Board that the 
managers had for the purpose of main- 
taining and keeping efficient the school 
incurred expenses for which provision 
should have been made by the local 
education authority. [am not sure what 
meaning my hon. friend intends to attach 
to the last part of his Question. Trans- 
actions under the Default Act, as he is 
doubtless aware, consisted in reimbursing 
to the managers certain sums which were 
subsequently deducted by the Board 
from the grants payable to the local educa- 
tion authority. No question of with- 
drawing these transactions can, therefore, 
arise, 


Mr. CLOUGH : Have any withdrawn 
after being declared defaulters ? 


Mr. MCKENNA: The moment they 
are declared to be in default the money 


is paid over to the managers so that 
there is no possibility of withdrawal. 


School Return for Wales. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education if he 
will give a Return showing, by counties, 
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in Wales and Monmouthshire the numbers 
of provided and non-provided schools, 
respectively, which do and which do not 
receive assistance from the rates towards 
their maintenance. 


Mr. MCKENNA: As I stated on 15th 
and 18th April, Ido not think it would 
be possible to compile a Return of this 
nature, and I am quite certain that the 
advantages to be derived from it would 
not be commensurate with the labour and 
expense which an attempt to obtain the 
information would involve. 


Boy Clerks in the Civil Service. 

Sir GEORGE KEKEWICH: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury if 
the Treasury have yet considered the 
memorial of the boy clerks in the Civil 
Service and are now prepared to give a 
reply to the prayer of the memorial ; and, 
if not, whether he can state approximately 
when an Answer is likely to be given. 


7 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. RuNcIMAN, Dews- 
bury): The subject is receiving careful 
consideration, and I hope that a decision 
may be arrived at before long. 


Customs Service. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury in 
what years since the issue of Treasury 
Minute, 24th March, 1891, departmental 
examinations for first-class examining 
officerships of Customs have been held ; 
how many officers have been invited to 
attend ; how many have presented them- 
selves for examination ; how many have 
passed on each occasion, and what modi- 
fications have been introduced from time 
to time in the various examinations ; and 
under what conditions have the successful 
candidates qualified at each examination. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I have obtained 
these particulars and will show them to 
the Hon. Member. 


House-Letting in Scotland. 

Mr. R. DUNCAN (Lanarkshire, 
Govan): I beg to ask the Secretary for 
Scotland if he can inform the House as 
to the progress made by the Departmental 
Committee appointed to report upon the 
present system of house-letting in Scot- 
land and proposals submitted for its 
reform. 


2F 








799 Questions. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if he is aware that, at a 
meeting of the Scottish Trades Union 
Congress, held in Aberdeen last week, 
attended by 132 delegates from trades 
unions from all parts of Scotland, rep- 
resenting 122,000 tradesmen, the house- 
letting question was considered, and a 
resolution passed in favour of reform ; 
and whether, in view of the importance 
of this question, he will say when the 
Report of the Departmental Committee, 
which some time ago concluded its inquiry 
on this subject, will be issued. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Srxciarr, Forfarshire): I have 
nothing to add to the reply given to the 
hon. Member for the Camlachie Division 
of Glasgow on the 9th inst.f 


Inverness-shire Sanatorium. 

Mr. J. DEWAR (Inverness) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland if his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the interdict re- 
cently granted against the parish council 
of Boleskine and Cleertarf from putting a 
road, which has always been regarded as 
a right of way, into a state of repair, 
which will permit it to be used as a means 
of access to a sanatorium being built by 
public subscription for the benefit of the 
people of Inverness-shire ; and if he will 
take steps to enable this work to be com- 
pleted. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have no ofticial 
information, and am not in a position to 
express an opinion. The question appears 
to be one of disputed right of way, and 
while the general views of the Govern- 
ment on such questions are well known, I 
do not think that direct intervention is 
within my power. 


Grazing Farms in Ireland. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will advise the Estates 
Commissioners, or ensure in some other 
way, that the consideration of purchase 
by the State of grazing farms which have 
been surrendered and have come into 
the market in consequence of intimida- 
tion shall be deferred until such estates 
as are legitimately vacant shall have 
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been disposed of under the Land Act of 
1903. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. BrrreE.t, Bristol, N.): If 
the hon. Member’s suggestion were acted 
upon the result would be that landlords 
who may have already suffered by having 
grazing farms left on their hands would 
still further suffer by being unable to 
sell such farms. I may however observe 
that on a previous occasion the Estates 
Commissioners have declared that if they 
should purchase untenanted lands in 
regard to which intimidation has taken 
place, they might be constrained to refuse 
to allot any portion of the land to 
persons who may have taken part in any 
such intimidation. I have repeatedly 
stated that all possible protection will be 
afforded to the occupiers of grazing farms 
in the exercise of their legal rights. 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.): Is the 
intimidation so general as to make the 
danger a real one ? 


Mr. BIRRELL : 


it is. 


No, I do not think 


Scotland and the Irish Council Grant. 

Majgor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg 
to ask the Prime Minister what amount 
will fall to be paid by Scotland of the 
£600,000 which the Government proposes 
to devote to the new Irish Council. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir 
H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN, Stirling 
Burghs) : The additional amount proposed 
to be allocated to Ireland out of the pro- 


ceeds of the taxation of the United 
Kingdom generally under the Irish 


Council Bill is £650,000. The contribu- 
tion of the taxpayers of Scotland to this 
amount would, I take it, be in the same 
proportion as their contribution to 
English, Scottish, and Irish services 
generally, of which annual Returns are 
presented to the House. 


New South Wales and Unimproved Land 
Values. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newecastle-under- 
Lyme): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
whether his attention has been called to 
the proposed legislation in New South 
Wales involving the paying for town 


800. 
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improvements by a rate on the un- 
improved land value instead of on 
industry ; and whether he will try to 
obtain and lay upon the Table of this 
House a Report from the Premier of 
New South Wales on the aims and scope 
of this proposed legislation, as well as on 
the Shires Act that was passed in 1905. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
So far as I am aware no new legislation 
is proposed. If my hon. friend desires 
it I will present to Parliament the Shires 
Act, 1905, and the Local Government 
Excension Act, 1£06. 


Standing Committees. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 
asked the Prime Minister if his attention 
had been drawn to the fact that Standing 
Committee “ A ” had had to be adjourned 
on the previous day to the great incon- 
yenience of private Members, because no 
member of the Government or law officer 
of the Crown was present. He asked 
the right hon. Gentleman if he would 
take steps to secure that such a state 
of matters did not occur again. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
asked whether the right hon. Gentleman 
was aware that the adjournment was only 


for half an hour, and that at the end of 


that time the Bill under discussion 
was gone through and reported to the 
House ? 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the Bill was a private Member’s Bill, 
the adjournment was for seventeen and a 
half minutes, and the whole proceedings 
were thereafter finished in one and a 
quarter hours, when the Bill was reported 
tothe House. He could not think, there 
fore, that any great inconvenience had 
been caused. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Did not the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone himself 
move the adjournment in order not to 
bring these Committees into disrepute ? 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of 
London) asked as to the business to be 
taken immediately after the holidays. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
stated that on Thursday, 23rd May, it 
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| was proposed to take in Committee of 
| Supply the following Votes—the Board of 
| Agriculture, Prisons, Industrial Schools, 
and Poor Law Asylums. On Friday, the 
following day, it was the intention to 
take the Criminal Appeal Bill, but that 
question was deferred by request till the 
following Friday. He hoped the 
measure would be treated as non-Party, 
and that the progress made might be as 
rapid as possible, as the Bill had been 
postponed twice by request. It was pro- 
posed to take instead, on Friday, 24th 
May, first, the financial Resolution on the 
Small Landholders (Scotland) Bill ; and, 
secondly, the Second Reading of the 
following Bills in succession :— Merchant 
Shipping (Tonnage Deduction) Bill, 
Vaccination Bill, Education (Administra- 
tive Provisions) Bill, Released Persons 
(Poor Law Relief) Bill, Poisons and 
Pharmacy Bill, Employers’ Liability (In- 
surance Companies) Bill, Public Health 
(Regulations as to Food) Bill, and Patents 
and Designs Consolidation Bill. This 
Was, as might seem to some, along story, 
but he hoped that many of its chapters 
would prove to be very short. On 
Monday, 27th May, the Government pro- 
posed to take the Report of the Financial 
Resolution on the Small Landholders 
(Scotland) Bill, and then the introduction 
of the Small Holdings and Allotments 
Bill for England. 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S 
PANEL). 

Mr. Stuart - WortLey — reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel; That they 
had appointed Sir William Holland to 
act as Chairman cf Standing Com- 
mittee A, in the place of Sir Thomas 
Ksmonde ; and Sir David Brynmor Jones 
to act as Chairman of Standing Com- 
mittee B, in the place of Mr. J. W. 
Wilson. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) 

Sir WittraAM Brampton GurpDon 
reported from the Committee of Selec- 
tion; That they had discharged the 
following Members from Standing Com- 
mittee A (in respect of the Notification 
of Births Bill): Mr. Secretary Gladstone 
and Mr. Herbert Samuel; and _ had 
appointed in substitution (in respect of 
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the Notification of Births Bill): Mr. 
Burns and Dr. Macnamara. 


Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON 
further reported from the Committee ; 


That they had added to Standing Com- | 


mittee A the following Fifteen Members 
(in respect of the Notification of Births 
Bill) :—Lord Robert Cecil, Mr. Lyttelton, 
Mr. Verney, Mr. Gulland, Mr. Master- 
man, Mr. Sherwell, Mr. Tennant, Dr. 
Cooper, Mr. Bridgeman, Mr. Holt, Mr. 
Duncan Schwann, Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, 
Mr. James Gibb, Mr. Charles MacVeigh, 
and Mr. Percy Barlow. 


Sir WiLtiAM Brampton GURDON 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following 
Members from Standing Committee B 
(in respect of the Butter and Margarine 
Bill): Dr. Macnamara and Mr. Burns ; 
and had appointed in substitution (in 
respect of the Butter and Margarine 
Bill): Mr. Solicitor-General for Scotland 
and Sir Edward Strachey. 


Sir WiLtiAM Brampron GurbdoNn 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Com- 
mittee B the following Fifteen Members 
(in respect of the Butter and Margarine 
sill) :—Viscount Morpeth, Mr. Hicks- 
Beach, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Hugh Barrie, 
Lord Willoughby d’Eresby, Mr. Lundon, 
Mr. Kilbride, Mr. Halpin, Mr. James 
Stuart, Mr. Nuttall, Mr. Dalziel, Mr. 
Winfrey, Major M’Micking, Mr. Arthur 
Henderson, and Mr, A. H. Scott. 


Sir WititAM Brampton GURDON 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following 
Members from Standing Committee B 
(in respect of the Probation of Offenders 
(No. 2) Bill): Mr. Burns and Dr. Mac- 
namara; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion (in respect of the Probation of 
Offenders (No. 2) Bill: Mr. Secretary 
Gladstone and Dr. Macnamara. 


Sir WitiiAM Brampton GURDON 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Com- 
mittee B the following Fourteen Members 
(in respect of the Probation of Offenders 
(No. 2) Bill): Mr. Cave, Mr. Pickersgill, 
Mr. Maclean, Mr. Lief Jones, Mr. Arthur 
Dewar, Mr. Sloan, Mr. Hall, Mr. Hogan, 
Mr. Thomas F, Smyth, Mr. Crooks, Mr. 
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Mitchell-Thomson, Mr. Charles Corbett, 
Mr. Clough, and Major Dunne. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILIS. 

DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT (1896) 

AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend The Diseases of Animals 
Act, 1896, with regard to the importation 
of Canadian live cattle,” presented by 
Mr. Cairns; supported by Mr. Hamar 
Greenwood, Mr. Robert Price, Mr. Baker, 
Mr. Halley Stewart, Mr. Maddison, Sir 


Gilbert Parker, Mr. Ramsay Macdonald, ” 


Mr. Arthur Henderson, Sir Frederick 
Cawley, Mr. Cross, and Mr. Crooks; to 


be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
4th June, and to be printed. [Bill 197.] 


IMPORTED WATCH-CASES BILI. 

‘“‘To exempt from assay foreign watch- 
cases imported into the United Kingdom 
before the first day of July, nineteen 
hundred and seven,” presented by Mr. 
Kearley ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 27th May, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 198. ] 


CONVEYANCING BILL. 

“To amend The Conveyancing and 
Law of Property Act, 1881,” presented 
by Mr. Micklem; supported by Sir 
Henry Kimber, Mr. Radford, Mr. 
3erridge, Mr. Cave, Sir Francis Lowe, 
Mr. Astbury, Mr. Whitehead, Mr. 
Bertram, and Mr. Napier; to be read 
a second time upon Tuesday, 28th May, 
and to be printed. {Bill 199.} 


SETTLED LAND BILL. 

“To amend the Settled Land Acts, 
1882 to 1890,” presented by Mr. Micklem ; 
supported by Sir Henry Kimber, Mr. 
Radford, Mr. Berridge, Mr. Cave, Sir 
Francis Lowe, Mr. Astbury, Mr. White- 
head, Mr. Bertram, and Mr. Napier ; to 
be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
28th May, and to be printed. [Bill 200.} 


MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY BILL. 

“To amend The Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882,” presented by Mr. 
Micklem ; supported by Sir Henry 
Kimber, Mr. Radford, Mr. Berridge, 
Mr. Cave, Sir Francis Lowe, Mr. Astbury, 
Mr. Whitehead, Mr. Bertram, and Mr. 
Napier ; to be read a second time upon 
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Tuesday, 28th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 201. | 
EVIDENCE (COLONIAL STATUTES) 
BILL. 

“To facilitate the admission in Evidence 
of Statutes passed by the Legislatures of 
British Possessions and Protectorates, 
including Cyprus,” presented by Mr. 
Churchill; to be read a second time 
to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 202.] 


BOARD OF EDUCATION SCHEME 
(HULME TRUsT ESTATES EDUCA- 
TIONAL) CONFIRMATION BILL. 
«To confirm a scheme approved and 

certitied by the Board of Education under 

The Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853, relating 

to the Hulme Trust Estates (duca- 

tional), presented by Mr. McKenna ; 
supported by Mr. Lough, Mr. Bright, 

Sir Charles Schwann, Mr. Talbot, and 

Mr. Toulmin ; to be read a second time 

upon Friday, 24th May, and to be 

printed. [ Bill 203.} 


FINANCE BILL. 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [13th 
May| * That the Bill be now read a 
second time :” 


Which Amendment was— 

“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the 
end of the Question, and add the words ‘ in 
the opinion of this House, the financial needs 
of the country, as disclosed in the Budget 
statement of Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
require that the basis of taxation should be 
broadened, in order that the anomalies and 
hardships inseparable from the present high 
rate of particular taxes may be diminished, 
the revenue necessary for the public service 
and for social reform raised with fairness to all 
classes of the community, and our fiscal system 
adapted to the present condition of national 
and imperial trade,’ ”°—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain,)—instead thereof. 


(Juestion again proposed, ‘That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the (Juestion.” 


*Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.) said he was one of those who viewed 
with very great regret the introduction 
into the debate of the question of colonial 
preference, though he confessed his sor- 
row was considerably mitigated by the 
admirably wide terms in which the 
Amendment was conceived. Since the 
issue had unfortunately been raised, he 
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craved the indulgence of the House to 
make one or two observations upon it, 
before proceeding to what he conceived 
to be the more important part of the 
discussion. He listened very carefully 
to the speeches from the Front Bench 
opposite the previous day, and he had 
heen at the trouble of reading them over 
again that morning. He confessed they 
suggested to his mind a sense of vague- 
ness and want of definiteness which was 
entirely the impression he received when 
he heardthem. It seemed to him that the 
ghost of the old mercantile system was 
still stalking on the benches opposite. 
What was that system? It was founded 
upon the idea that the Colonies should 
remain, by nature appointed, producers of 
raw materials, and that the Home country 
should be the sole market for those raw 
materials, whilst, on the other hand, the 
Colonies were to be the monopolised 
market for the British producers. That, 
combined with the notion that it was the 
whole duty of the nation to export as 
much as possible of its production without 
any regard to the imports it received in 
exchange, might be said to be the 
beginning and the end of the old mer- 
cantile system. How much of it had 
been modernised and how much of it 
remained in the proposals put forward by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham? He gladly 
admitted that some measure of enlighten- 
ment had come to those who were the 
inheritors of the old mercantile theory ; 
as the right hon. Member for St. George’s 
said the previous day, they at any rate fully 
recognised that any arrangement now 
made between ourselves and the Colonies 
must be on a voluntary basis. But still 
enlightenment vainly contended with 
mercantilism. They found them one 
moment appealing to the British people to 
make sacrifices to consolidate the Empire, 
and the next they found them holding 
out visions to the people of better employ- 
ment and higher wages; one moment 
they were portraying Canada as Britain’s 
Granary and the next they were present- 
ing to the agricultural industry here a 
system that would protect them. The 
right hon. Member for St. George’s the 
previous day, as he understood him, asked 
them what business man would give his 
rival an order even if he profited himself. 


| They found right hon. Gentlemen oppo 


site at one moment expressing lofty 
conception of Empire, and at the next 
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going to the British manufacturer and 
asking him what sort of duty he would 
like to assist him in his business. Even 
were the most worthy part of the argu- 
ment true, of whom was the sacrifice 
on behalf of the Empire demanded ? 
The right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 


ber for West Birmingham, whose 
absence they all deplored on this 


occasion, talked to the nation of sacrifice. 
What nation’? Lord Beaconsfield said 
there were two nations—the nation of 
the rich, and the nation of the poor. 
Of which of these was the sacrifice de- 








manded? It mattered little or nothing 
to him (Mr. Money) or to those above 
him in the social scale whether they 
taxed tea, sugar, corn, meat, cheese or 
butter; but it mattered a great deal, it 





mattered everything, to the other nation 
—to the great mass of the poor in our | 
towns. It mattered a great deal to them | 
whether or not they proceeded, as the! 
right hon. Gentleman opposite put it, to | 
broaden the basis of our taxation. It | 
remained true, as the author of the| 
modern form of this policy had said, that 
if thev wanted to give a preference to 
the Colonies, they must put a tax on 
food. When right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite appealed to them in the cause of 
Imperial unity, he thought he might say, 
on behalf of himself and every hon. friend | 
on that side of the House, and on the | 
benches below the gangway on the other | 
side of the House, that they were not | 
deaf to that appeal. He was not, at| 
any rate; but if he was to cherish 
this lofty conception of a united and 
consolidated Empire, which might be, | 
as he thought, a tremendous idea for | 
good in the world in the future, 
was he to put aside the even loftier idea, | 
as he conceived it, of the re-union of the 
British-speaking peoples of the world ?| 
This policy of preference did nothing of | 
avery material character for the Colonies ; 
it established a tie which at the very best | 
and highest could only be regarded, as | 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for | 
West Birmingham put it to the Colonial 
Conference of 1902, as a matter of senti- 
ment—as a sentimental tie. Even re- 
garded from that aspect, at its very 
highest, what was it in relation to the 
United States of America, the great race 
of English-speaking people? It had another 
aspect to them, and it seemed to him 
that it was a blow chiefly directed against 


Mr. Chiozza Money. 
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the United States of America, who were 
one of our chief suppliers of food, raw 
material, and partly manufactured articles, 
which right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
desired to tax at an average of 10 per 
cent. It was against that nation, far 
more than Germany, that this policy was 
directed, and it was to be deprecated 
on that ground, because it was something 
to prevent the union of the British-speak- 
ing peoples of the world, which, in his 
opinion, was fraught with the most 
tremendous consequences for good, not 
only to ourselves but to the world at 
large. There was very much to be said 
for a policy of free trade within the 
Empire with or without an Imperial tariff 
ugainst the nations outside the Empire; 
but what was it that stood between our- 
selves and free trade within the Empire ! 
Let them take the case of the trade 
of 1906. We did about £260,000,000 
worth of trade with British Possessions 
asa whole. Only £82,000,000 worth of 
that trade represented imports from the 
self-governing Colonies, and only as to 
a part of that £82,000,000 did the 
self-governing Colonies apply customs 
duties. Even in regard to those duties a 
certain portion of them were necessarily 
duties which new countries like our 
self-governing Colonies must need apply 
to imported goods in order to get a 
revenue at all. If that part were sub- 
tracted, it would be seen that only a 
small part of the trade within the 
Empire was not done on free trade 
conditions. As to that small part we 
were not to blame. It was the self- 
governing Colonies themselves that had 
erected any barrier that existed in the 
way of free trade within the Empire. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 


for St. George’s had said that the 
President of the Board of Trade had 
elsewhere welcomed the forging of 


fetters between the several parts of the 
British Empire. Was that quite the 
proper way to represent what was said ! 
‘They, as free traders, had not the slightest 
objection either to a self-governing Colony 
reducing these barriers, which were the 
only barriers which stood in the way ot 
the realisation of the conception of free 
trade within the Empire, or of reducing 
the barriers which stood in the way of 
free trade with each other. The Cobden 
Club, which guarded the pure milk 
of the Cobdenite gospel, begged Sir 
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Wilfred Laurier, whose Government had | 


given a preference to the United King- 
dom, to accept their silver medal, and he 
believed he accepted it. 
represented the position of free traders 


with regard to any expansion of the| 


preferential principle of the self-governing 
Colonies either toward each other or 
coward this country. They welcomed it 
as something towards free trade within 
the Empire. Unfortunately, it had been 
pointed out that the self-governing Colonies 
did not intend to lower their tarifis 
to the revenue point. Their doctrine 
was well expressed by the Resolution 
passed by the Canadian Manufacturers’ 
Association in 1902— 

‘Whilst the Canadian tariff should be 
primarily framed for Canadian interests, it 
should give substantial preference to the 
Mother Country, recognising always that the 
minimum tariff must afford adequate pro- 
tection to all Canadian producers.” 

That, of course, was a most important 
Resolution. He wished it had remained 
a pious Resolution ; unfortunately, it was 
carried into very practical effect. Our 
chief competitor in the Colonies was not 
the foreign but the Colonial manufacturer ; 
aud it was equally true that the Colonial 
nanufacturer’s chief competitor was not 
the foreign but the British manufacturer. 
Of course, the anxiety of the Colonial 
manufacturers that a minimum 
high enough to protect them should apply 
to British goods was the best possible 
compliment that could be paid to the 
exporting strength of the United King- 
dom. ‘The Canadian preferential tariff 
reached its highest point in 1900, when 
it was increased to 331 per cent. reduc- 
tion in all duties which were applied to 
imports, but unfortunately it had since 
been amended. Wherever it had 
since been shown, either by statistics 
or by the experience of Canadian 
manufacturers, that this gave any 
particular advantage to British 
manufacturers, the Canadian manu- 
faeturers were soon heard from by the 
Canadian Government. When Mr. 
Fielding, the Canadian Minister of 
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That entirely | 


tariff | 





Finance, rose in the Canadian House of | 


Commons in June, 1904, to make his 
Budget statement, he found himself com- 
pelled to take serious notice of the 
complaints made by Canadian manufac- 
turers. The chief complaints were made 
by the woollen manufacturers. 
Were saying in every place where they 


They | 
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could raise their voices that they were 
being ruined by British competitors. Mr. 
Fielding began by reproaching them— 
“T am afraid they are not all equipped with 
the most modern machinery, and ane not put 
themselves in a condition to fully enjoy the 
benefits the tariff holds out to them.” 
But he was sorry to say Mr. Fielding 
continued by giving way. He went on 
to say that the complaint was made very 
largely by their woollen manufacturers 
that, although in the better grade of 
goods they could fairly compete with 
all persons, a very large proportion 
of imports of British woollen goods 
were really shoddy goods of inferior 
character, against which they ought to 
legislate. Then he said that they did not 
propose to increase the general tariff, but 
to put a limit on the preference which 
should apply to these goods. It was 
hoped it would prove enough to keep out 
British goods, and, ex hypothesi, all other 


goods which were not so strongly 
competitive as British goods. That 


policy was not confined to woollen goods, 


but was applied to other goods in 
which it was alleged that British 
competition was severely felt. He 
thought therefore that he was entitled 
to say that the Canadian _prefer- 
ential tariff was whittled away in 


-those respects in which it was shown it 


the 


was any decisive advantage to 
British manufacturer. It had never 


been with any enjoyment that he had 
looked the Canadian gift-horse in the 
mouth, nor had he analysed the 
preference with any desire to belittle it. 
His desire to do that only arose when 
the preference passed from the sphere in 
which it was admitted that no reciprocal 
obligation was imposed upon this country 
to another sphere in which we were told 
it was our duty to set up food taxes 
in order to pay for this Colonial 
preference. When that point arose, but 
not till then, they had a right to analyse 
the Colonial preference and cast doubts 
upon the advantages of it to the manu- 
facturers in this country. If he might 
sum up their objections to the preference, 
he would say that it weakened the heart 
of the Empire, struck a blow at the 
trade of the United Kingdom, accentu- 
ated the local interests of the Colonies 
themselves, and produced feelings of 
division and feelings relating to sordid 
interests which would never arise if the 
policy of preference were not discussed. 
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Even in regard to Canada itself, it could 
not truly be said that the Colony 
collectively had ever had any advantage 
by the preference. Indeed, while on 
the one hand the policy was designed 
to benefit Canada as a British Colony, 
it actually caused discussion among 
the native manufacturers themselves. 
That was not a feeling the creation of 
which had done anything towards the 
consolidation of the British Empire. 
Colonial preference would strike not only 
at the United States, but at Argentina, 
where, he would remind 
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any answer would be afforded by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. John Stuart Mill, 
and many other quite academic free 
traders, had held that if protection was 
anywhere excusable, it was in connection 
with new countries, or countries new 
in the sense that India was new to 
modern industry. He now _ passed 
to the question of revenue, which 
was touched upon in the Amend- 
ment. They assured people that they 
were going to protect their employment 
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'and give them more work, while they 


the junior | 


Member for the City of London, the | 


railways and various undertakings were 
very largely owned by British capital. 
That was a consideration which appealed 
not so forcibly to him as it would to 
the junior Member for the City of 
London; but he was perfectly sure he 
could appeal to him to remember those 


widews and orphans dependent upon | 


a small investment, say in Argentine 
railways, whom, only the other day, 


when discussing the question of old age | 


pensions, the hon. Member used so 
touchingly and so effectively as an 
argument in connection with railway 
stock. There was another Imperial 


point which he thought ought to be 
seriously regarded by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, and that was the question of 
India. He did not know whether hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had heard of the 
Swadeshi movement. He was informed 
that the meaning of the word 
“Swadeshi” was “own country,” but 
he thought it might be translated as 
protection in They refused 
to buy foreign goods at all. That 
serious movement surely demanded 
the attention of hon. Members. Was 
it wise on our part, the great and 


—_ 
CLCEISIS, 


prosperous head of the British Empire | 


to confess that we needed import 
duties, and at the same time to deny 
these import duties to India? The 
Indian imports of manufactures 


were | 


derived almost entirely from this country. | 
same value as the imports of manufac- 


He forgot the proportion, but he thought 
it was something like eighty or ninety 
percent. The Indian protectionist rightly 
regarded this country as his strongest 
competitor, and, if we taught these 
British subjects of ours that we ourselves 
regarded protection as necessary for the 
welfare of this country, how could we 
deny that same remedy to Indian 
manufactures ? He did not know whether 
Mr. Chiozza Money. 


' 


| 


raised revenue by admitting foreign 
goods, That sounded like a paradox, 
and yet it was not so much a 


paradox as it seemed. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had failed to realise how ex- 
ceedingly difficult it was to keep 


manufactured goods out of any country. 
An average 10 per cent. duty would 


probably not keep out more than 5 o1 


2! per cent of the manufactures which now 
came in. [Hear, hear.| Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite said “ Hear, hear,’ and he was 
glad to hear it. If they really cheered that, 
would they be good enough to remind 
their constituents that they did not expect 
an average 10 per cent. duty, which was 
propounded at Glasgow, to keep manu- 
factured goods out of the country! Their 
constituents would know then what to 
expect. What would it do? They knew 
very well it would raise prices. He did 
not assert for a single moment that it 
would raise them by precisely 10 per cent., 
but that it would raise them all round there 
was no manner of doubt whatever. On 
the point of the difficulty of keeping 
manufactured goods out of a country, 
he would direct the attention of hon. 
Gentlemen to the fact that the Dingley 
tariff of America failed to keep out of the 
United States of America a quantity of 
manufactured goods which was as large 
as that imported into the United King- 
dom ; as a matter of fact the imports of 
manufactured goods into the United 
States of America for the first three 
months of this year were almost of the 


tured goods into the United Kingdom. 
That showed that the greater part of the 
manufactured goods imported into any 
country under any fiscal system was 
absolutely necessary to its industries and 
must be imported, whatever tariff they 
liked to impose, or whatever fiscal system 
they enjoyed or did not enjoy. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, although they had 
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not asserted it in that House, had, | 
wherever they could get a hearing, told | 
the people in the country that it was 
the foreigner who paid the import 
duties; and he believed that the intro- 
duction of the words ‘ broaden the basis 
of taxation” into the Amendment would 
be interpreted in the country to mean 
that the basis was to be broadened until 
the foreigner was included. That 
part of the Amendment which related to 
revenue was only worth serious considera- 
tion at all if it could be shown in the 
long run and on the average that the 
foreigner paid the import duties. How 
could hon. Gentlemen opposite reconcile 
that theory with the fact that in every 
protectionist country, practically without 
exception, manufacturers who re-exported 
any article containing either raw material 
or partly manufactured or wholly manu- 
factured material which had _ previously 
paid duty on importation, had the duty 
returned to them by the country which 
was supposed not to pay it? Was that 
not conclusive as to the ordinary view 
which was taken of import duties by 
business men? He might point out that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham, when he intro- 
duced his proposals, said he had no 
intention of ruining the industries of 
this country by taxing raw materials. 
We produced a not  inconsiderable 
amount of raw materials ourselves. 
lf the importation into any country of 
any considerable quantity of raw material 
caused the foreigner to lower his price 
to an extent which might be represented 
as paying an import duty, it would be 
our duty not only to tax food but to tax 
raw materials in order to give preference 
to the Colonies. He might give another 
practical illustration of the incidence of 
import duties. The United States under 
their scientific system of tariffs had to 
set up courts and assessors to deal with 
the question of duties in detail. For 
instance, the United States produced 
25,000,000 dollars worth of zine ore a 
year, but it also had to import a large 
quantity, and they found a firm of 
importers anxiously fighting before the 
court whether zinc sulphide was a raw 
material or a manufacture and whether | 
it should pay no duty or 20 per cent. | 
Why was this firm fighting the question 
it the foreigner paid the import duty ?. 
What did it matter in such a case} 
whether the duty was 20 or 50 per' 
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cent.? The truth was that the business 
man looked upon an import duty just as 
he did upon any other element in the 
cost of production. It must be an 
element in price. [t was perfectly 
true that when an import duty was 
placed on an article, just as much as 
when a raw material rose in price, the 
change might not make itself at once 
apparent in the price of the article as it 
reached the consumer. Last year, 
roughly speaking, raw materials went up 
10 per cent.; did the price to the 
consumer go up? Not at once, but the 
prices of manufactured articles rose 
gradually, were rising now, and would 
continue to rise. At first the increased 
cost of manufacture and of materials could 
not be passed on to the consumer. The 
same might be said of an import duty, 
and he was sure that hon. Members who 
would consider the matter from purely 
business considerations would not argue 
in their constituencies that it was possible 
to tax the foreigner. He took great 
exception, as he had explained before, to 
the use of the words, “ the broadening of 
the basis of taxation.” There was only 
one basis of taxation, and that basis was 
the national dividend which consisted of 
the whole product of the work of the 
nation. That was the true basis, and 
one could neither widen nor narrow it. 
if it was not possible to tax the foreigner 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had to 
tax the people of his own country, and 
the only election open to the right hon. 
Gentleman was as to what class of goods 
or people he should levy his tax, and as 
to the means which they had to pay the 
tax. What he considered to be the chief 
consideration which he had to put before 
the House in connection with this Budget 
was this—that while it had been demon- 
strated that this country was increasingly 
prosperous and wealthy, the greater pro- 
portion of the people were propertyless 
people who had no tangible assets, and 
the sole factors between them and desti- 
tution were the health and strength which 
they possessed. He did not want to 
weary the House with figures, which 
were always tedious, but if he were to 
take a page of the Order Paper of the 
House and tear off a small corner, what 
was left would represent the property 
of 5,000,000 people, while the piece he 
had torn off would represent that of 
39,000,000 people. That and similar 
facts were what the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer had to face. When he 
looked at the Finance Bill and at 
the Amendment which had been pro- 
posed, his mind was not so much fixed 
upon the fiscal question which it had 
been his misfortune to discuss so often, 
but upon the considerations which must 
be in the mind of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when he proposed to apply 
taxation to the people under the circum- 
stances he had indicated. This brought 
him to the savings of the poor, in regard 
to which a statement of the hon. Member 
for Woolwich had been challenged by the 
hon. Member for the City of London, 
who assured the House that the rich were 
very poor and the poor were very rich. 
The hon. Gentleman pointed to the 
millions of money which were possessed 
by trade unions or lodged with friendly 
societies. Did the House really know 
what these millions were? What did 
they really mean! The few shillings, the 
few pounds that were stored up in the 
trade unions and friendly societies and 
such-like bodies, merely represented the 
premiums which had been paid to save 
the man from destitution when he got 
out of work, to keep him going in a 
small way when he got ill, and to pay 
his burial expenses when he entered into 
the possession of that bit of soil which 
was the only piece he was ever likely 
to have the privilege of possessing. That 
was the real meaning of the savings of 
the poor, and when they came to building 
societies it was a fact that a great part 
of the savings were not those of manual 
labourers, but those of the middle classes 
and even of professional men. Max 
O'Rell had said that the average English- 
woman’s method of making an apple pie 
was to take “some” flour, “some” 
water, “some” fat, “some” apples, and 
so on, without any precise regard for 
quantities. As a result, sometimes one 
got apple pie and sometimes an indiges- 
tible conglomeration. So Chancellors of 
the Exchequer took ‘‘ some” individuals 
and “some ” duties, such as those on tea, 
sugar, and so forth, without the slightest 
idea of what individuals were to pay the 
duties. Surely it was time we dropped 
rule of thumb and had regard to the 
means of taxpayers. This Finance Bill 
recognised, perhaps more fully than any 
previous Budget, that there was acommon 
sense difference between income which 
was earned by the individual worker by 
the work of his own hand or brain, 
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and the income derived from property. 
That was a _ tremendous principle 
to have recognised, although it was 
not recognised sufficiently. The differen- 
tiation which was proposed did not really 
touch the great mass of incomes which 
were derived from property, and did not 
sutticiently recognise the distinction 
between money derived from exertions 
and income derived from such sources as 
land or capital. The only commonsense 
way to differentiate the income-tax was 
to graduate it. The great mass of un- 
earned incomes was at the top of the 
scale and they did not touch it by specific 
differentiation of small incomes. It was 
not worth while to pursue little incomes 
derived from property. As incomes 
grew in size more and more of them was 
derived from property ; therefore gradu- 
ation was the true differentiation. He 


thought it was high time that regard 
should be had to the fact that in 
spite of the wealth of the country 


there was an enormous number of the 
people who were not taxable subjects at 
all. The principle of no representation 
without taxation could be pressed too far. 
After the scientific investigations that 
had taken place everyone would be con- 
vinced that with all our wealth there was 
probably one-third of our population 


on or near or under a_ poverty line 
arrived at on the basis of the work- 
house dietary. His constituency con- 


tained a spot of fifteen acres loaded with 
about 7,500 human beings the average 
income of each of whom was well under 
25s. a week when they could vet it, 
and they did not always get it. Were 
they taxable subjects? No. Why! 
Because they did not receive sufficient 
to enable them to sustain physical 
efficiency to say nothing of being able 
to obtain luxuries and enjoyment. He 
submitted that they should be regarded 
as subjects who were not taxable unless 
they cared to tax themselves. He did 
not suggest that the tax should be taken 
off drink and tobacco. On the contrary 
those taxes should be left on. The 
principle should be adopted that these 
people were not taxable unless they 
taxed themselves by buying these things. 
To carry that out would necessitate the 
removal of the tea duty and the sugar 
duty and other indirect taxes now levied. 
The tea duty must go because tea was 
one of the most innocent luxuries of the 
poor and helped a woman to get through 
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her work, and because in taking it off 
they would assist temperance. The 
sugar duty must go because it was not 
only an article of large consumption 
among the poor, but a raw material in 
many of our industries. He passed to 
the question of old age pensions. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had laid 
it down as a principle that they should be 
non-contributory, and he agreed; but 
if they paid pensions through food duties 
they would in a real sense be contribu- 
tory. !f people had to buy taxed sugar 
was it not the same thing as if they had 
to pay no duty on sugar but 4d. a week 
fora pension! The sugar tax amounted 
to 16s. a head per annum, and so long as 
that was maintained old age pensions 
would be contributory. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Preston had laid down the 
principle that the employer ought to con- 
tribute, the employer who had the use of 
the man during his working hours and 
who could discharge him at a moment’s 
notice. He agreed to that also, but if they 
had a properly graduated income-tax they 
would make the contribution of the 
employing classes so that that end of 
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the hon. Gentleman would be served. In | 


all these matters they must have regard 
to the practical limits of taxation. They 
must not begin to trench on the amount 
of capital saved in the country every 
year, and which was devoted to the es- 
tablishment of new or the expansion of 
old businesses, and to the general welfare 
of the community. That was obvious, but 
they need not fear that the grant of old age 
pensions would diminish capital saving. It 
was years ago said by Professor Marshall 
that probably £100,000,000 a year was 
wasted by the working classes, and 
£400,000,000 a year by the rich, in a 
manner which contributed nothing to 
the welfare of the country. Were those 
estimates extravagant? Certainly not. 
He stated with confidence that Professor 
Marshall had full warrant for what he 
said. Let them take the wealth of the 
rich people of this country at the present 


time. It was so large as to be extra- 
ordinary. The extraordinary luxury of 


the country had even attracted the 
attention of Bishops. A graduated 
income-tax, rising to ls. 6d. or 2s., would 
by no means trench on capital savings, or 
cause any risk to the trade and the credit 
of the country. The financial strength of 
the nation was imperfectly realised. It 
was only a few years since that we entered 





Bill. 818 


into a war which cost £220,000,000, 
which, from an economic point of view, 
he thought might have been better em- 
ployed in some other way. Only a few 
years had passed since then, and never 
had the trade of this country, its total 
production, and the income of its employ- 
ers of labour been greater. They knew 
that the trade of the country at the present 
time was, in spite of the war, in a most 
flourishing condition. The financial 
position of the country had thus been 
demonstrated in a very remarkable way, 
and he did not think that that strength 
was sufficiently appreciated. He sub- 
mitted that if the needs of the time and 
the conscience of the nation demanded 
it we could safely increase our national 
expenditure for social purposes. He 
thanked the House for the great kindness 
with which it had listened to him. 

Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barkston Ash) said the hon. Gentle- 
man who had just sat down was 
full of information, and though they did 
not all agree with him, they listened to 
his observations with interest. But the 
hon. Member had posed, as was often 
done on the opposite side of the House, 
as one of the exclusive friends of the 
working classes ; but he repudiated the 
implied suggestion that they who were 
on the Opposition side of the House 
were not equally anxious and willing to 
safeguard the interests of the poorer 
classes in connection with taxation. 
They might differ from hon. Gentlemen 
opposite as to the methods to be adopted, 
but he did not think that any hon. 
Gentleman would insinuate that there 
was less inclination on that side of the 
House to safeguard the interests of the poor- 
er classes than there was among supporters 
of the Government. The hon. Member 
had dwelt very eloquently on the luxury 
and great expenditure of the richer 
classes of the country. Were such 
references as that to be used as argu- 
ments, seeing that the great mass of 
taxation under the present Budget was 
upon commodities mainly used by the 
poorer classes? The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Worcester- 
shire had been accused of not giving any 
definite details of what his scheme would 
be. But he thought the Opposition were 
entitled to ask hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen on the Government Bench 
what was the remedy for the very large 
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and growing expenditure which must | 
inevitably come in respect of the 
promises made not only in that Honse 
but in the country. The hon. Member 
had admitted that 10 per cent. or a less | 
duty on manufactured goods could 
not keep them out. That was! 
a very considerable admission from so 
consistent and vigorous an advocate of 
free trade, and perhaps would not be 
lost sight of by those who took part in 
the debate. As regarded the question 
of colonial preference, he wished, if 
possible, to ascertain from the Govern- 
ment what their attitude was towards 
that subject, and what they intended to 
do in the matter of future taxation 
to meet the great expenditure which 
had been foreshadowed. The _ Post- 
master-General had said that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Worcestershire was like a conjuror with a 
hat, from which he was to bring a rabbit, 
but the rabbit was not forthcoming. 
But hon. Gentlemen opposite seemed to 
him to be like a conjuror who violently 
waved a hat in the air and showed that 
there was nothing in it. They could not , 
expect the audience to be very much 
impressed by that. What they wanted 
to know was where the sources of 
revenue were to be found, when, as 
was perfectly evident from his Budget, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
pretty well at the end of his tether. The 
President of the Board of Education had 
drawn a touching picture of the con- 
dition of the poor of the country, and had 
said that the object of Members of the 
Opposition was to tax the poorer classes, 
and even the imported boots and shoes 
of the wives and children. He did not 
see why they held it to be a greater 
hardship to tax boots and shoes when 
they taxed tea and sugar, which were 
just as much used, and the tax on 
which pressed just as heavily on the 
poor as a tax on boots and_ shoes. 
Taxation in the end fell on the poorer 
classes of the community, and what they 
all wanted was to see adumbrated some 
system by which they would levy taxa- 
tion more on articles of luxury used by 
the richer classes who were better able to 
afford it, than, as seemed to be the pro- 
posal of the Government, on those com- 
modities which were used mainly by the | 
poorest classes of the community. The 
President of the Board of Education had 
pointed to the great increase of wages in 
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1906, and had remarked that the revenue 
of the country was so elastic, and the 
prospects of trade were so good, that we 
should not be in any financial difficulty 
in the near future. But the right hon, 
Gentleman had not pointed out that that 
was a mere boom in trade which was 
being experienced in other countries 
besides our own; it was a temporary 
phase of trade, which fluctuated, as the 
Returns showed, in every country of the 
world. It was very rash to draw from 
that boom in trade any definite rule as to 
what might happen in the near future, 
or to establish upon it any definite 
basis for a permanent system of taxa- 
tion. What struck him particularly 
about the debate was the breezy hope- 
fulness with which hon. Gentlemen 
opposite attacked this question. It 
reminded one of the spirit of the early 
Christian martyrs who faced all the 
possibilities of their fate; similarly, 
hon. Gentlemen opposite said that they 


had no fear, and that whatever the 
expenditure before them might be, 


they put their trust in a good provi- 
dence with no apprehension as to 
what would happen. He would like the 
House to consider what the expenditure 
was in regard to which they were asking 
for fresh sources of taxation. Partly by 
recent legislation, and partly by recent 
speeches and by utterances during the 
general election, they were promised an 
increase in the bureaucracy of the 
country. They had been promised an 
increase in the number of inspectors ; and 
anybody who had discussed the possible 
schemes of hon. Members opposite con- 
nected with such subjects as small holdings 
and the better heusing of the working 
classes must recognise at a glance that an 
increase of expenditure was inevitable in 
the rural districts. Unless a heavy increase 
was to be put on the rates—and he did not 
think that any hon. Gentlemen who knew 
the rural districts would wish to see 
that — considerable assistance would 
have to be given from the Imperial 
Exchequer to carry out those projects. 
Then they had schemes for the pay- 
ment of Members, payment of railway 
fares, and other expenses for matters 
which would conduce to the comfort of 
their existence in that House. They 
would also have the rush of extra ship- 
building, which must come if hon. Gentle- 
men opposite were prepared to cut down 
the shipbuilding programme now. The 
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history of the country showed that 
whenever there had been a lull in 
shipbuilding for the Navy, the time 
shortly afterwards arrived when there 
was a panic, and the shipbuilding was in- 
ereased to an undue extent. In addition 
there was the expenditure of £650,000 
needed for the new Irish Council. 
They were face to face with the 
grant to Jamaica, which must cer- 
tainly diminish the surplus which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
relying on for next year. In addition to 
that, they had the proposal for old age 
pensions, which, it seemed to him, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had entered 
upon so lightly. The ordinary man in the 
street regarded the old age pension 
as 5s. a week at the age of sixty-five, 
and it was not for a moment to be 
supposed that they could have any 
final or speedy solution of the question 
with the sum the Chancellor of the 
Exehequer had at his disposal. Every- 
body knew, as was admitted by the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, that the full cost of a scheme 
of the kind would cost £29,000,000 : 
even making the deductions proposed 
by the Hamilton Committee, the cost 
would be more than £12,000,000. Those 
deductions, however, must be difficult 
to carry out, and in any case an 
enormous sum of money would be 
involved. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had earmarked £2,250,000, and 
he expected to get another £600,000 out 
of the death duties. That seemed to him 
to be a sanguine estimate as regarded the 
death duties, because they must take into 
account that generation after generation 
there would be more evasions of the tax. 
Already they had instances of arrange- 
ments by which the burden of the death 
duty was evaded, and the yield was more 
likely to become smaller than greater. 
But supposing the whole of that sum 
from the death duties was realised, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
have about £3,000,000 a year. It 
was clear that that sum would be 
perfectly inadequate to meet the demand 
for old age pensions. What was tho 
fresh taxation to which they were to 
look to help the Government out of their 
difficulty ?. They had heard from various 
quarters that they were to be taxed more. 
It was impossible to raise £20,000,000 
out of taxation alone. The Front 
Government Bench had not given 
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them a really serious idea of what 
their suggestions would be, but they had 
heard certain suggestions from hon. 
Gentlemen below the gangway or else- 
where. The hon. Member for South Hack- 
ney had suggested various measures for 
broadening the basis of taxation ; whether 
the Government would adopt them he 
did not know, but the hon. Gentleman 
had suggested, »mong other things, taxes 
upon theatre tickets, advertisements, etc., 
as a fruitful source of revenue. . The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham had been accused of 
endeavouring to tax the food of the poor. 
3y maintaining the present taxes 
upon tea and sugar the Chancellor of 
the Excheyuer was doing the very 
thing which had been advanced as the 
worst accusation against the policy advo 
cated by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham. Unless 
the Government could tell them where 
they proposed to look to for their 
necessary revenue in the future they 
would be providing the strongest possible 
argument by this Budget in favour of 
tariff reform. If that was the result, the 
Government would only have themselves 
to thank. 


*Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester) said that no man would envy 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer who 
had to make up his mind what classes 
were to be beneficiaries under his Budget. 
The Labour Party were profoundly dis- 
satisfied with the choice he had made, 
because they considered that one class had 
an unanswerable claim, and that class 
was the old people of sixty-five years of 
age who had not enough property to 
keep them out of the workhouse, or to 
enable them to live without charitable 
assistance. The right hon. Gentleman 
had told them that perhaps next year he 
would consider the claims of those old 
people, and that he had, in fact, set aside 
£2,250,000 as a nacleus or a sort of 
reservoir from which he could draw, 
provided everything went well. He did 
not desire to discount the promises made 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer ; 
he believed they were genuinely made ; 
but his difficulty was that many other 
right hon. Gentlemen equally honest 
had made the same promise. It looked 
as though upon this subject they were 
going to get promises until time had 
sounded its last knell. They were told 
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that if the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
estimate came out as he anticipated, if 
trade remained as good as it was 
at the present time, next year they 
might find themselves discussing a 
practical scheme of old age pensions. 
They were tired of promises and were 
going toaccept no more. Moreover, they 
were anxious to find out what the scheme 
of old age pensions was going to be. The 
President of the Local Government 
Board the other day gave them certain 
very interesting figures on the subject, 
and he classified the poor into independent 
and dependent poor. He presumed they 
would not be doing the right hon. 
Gentleman any injustice if they assumed | 
that that classification indicated the | 
direction in which the Government’s 
mind was running. Did they imagine 
that the working classes would 
accept a scheme of old age pensions | 
which was not going to relieve the 
old people who were now living upon 
the Poor Law? That at any rate was | 
what was suggested by the speech of the 
President of the Local (Government 
Board. The sooner the Government dis- 
possessed their mind of that idea the 
better, because the Labour Party were 
not willing to accept or even to 
associate themselves in any way with 
a scheme which differentiated between | 
the poor at sixty-five who had been 
compelled to resort to the Poor Law 
and those who had not. They would 
never regard a proposal of that kind as | 
in any sense satisfactory. When the 
pledge was given in an old-fashioned 
general sort of way that they were going 
to have old age pensions next year they 
were just as interested in being told 
what the scheme was as hearing the 
oft repeated promise once more. 
Whilst the class which they thought 
ought to be the first beneficiaries under 
a Liberal Budget was waiting to be 
dealt with, a much more well-to-do 
class was going to receive substantial | 








benefit under the provisions of this | 
1° . aw ° ° | 
Finance Bill. The people with in-| 
comes of from 3 guineas to £40 a| 


week were going to receive substantial | 
relief to the extent of from 3d. to| 
£25 per annum. If the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer meant to redeem some | 
of the pledges given at the election he | 
ought not to have chosen for those 
benefits the people receiving from 3 
guineas to £40 per week, but should 
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have devoted his attention to the old 
people of sixty-five years of age who 
were struggling to keep themselves out- 
side the workhouse. Surely they ought 
to have been chosen instead of the 
middle classes who were being benefited 
by this Budget. It was very extraordin- 
ary that a Liberal Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had selected for relief a class 
whose incomes had been going up by 
leaps and bounds during recent industrial 
developments. The people who had been 
suffering reductions of income and wages 
were the very people who had to 
wait for another period of twelve months 
before any relief was promised. It was 
quite true there were certain good 
beginnings in the Budget, but he 
thought it was an exceedingly feeble 
attempt to do the right thing. With 
regard to the Amendment he thought 
it really meant nothing whatever. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for East Worcestershire, in his speech, 
gave voice to all sorts of notions of 
taxation. One moment he had advocated 
protection in order that British industry 
might increase in bulk, and at another 
moment he had advocated a tariff which 
would contribute substantially to the 
revenue of the country and supply funds 
for old age pensions. Then the right 
hon. Gentleman had invited their atten- 
tion to colonial preference, telling them 
that they ought to invent some 
tariff which would give the Colonies 
a substantial preference in our Home 
market. Then he had passed on to re- 
taliation and reciprocity, and _ after 
that he seemed to have mixed up all his 
schemes together. It was quite possible 
that all those schemes could be mixed up 
together, but if they tried to devise a 
system which would be protective to 
industries, which would increase the 
revenue and increase the demand for 
home labour, and at the same time offer 
preference to the Colonies and _retalia- 
tion, and enable this country to bargain 
with foreign countries, then they would 
get a minimum of each and not a maxi- 
mum. From the point of view of 
protection and revenue that sort of hybrid 
system of tariff reform yielded so little 
benefit \that they might discount it 
altogether in the Budgets brought up 
year after year. He felt certain that 
they could not decrease their expendi- 
ture. He did not think any section of 
the House hoped to reduce the present 
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scale of national expenditure to any 
material extent. They might save upon 
the Army and Navy and in other 
directions, but every 6d. which they 
managed to save would be spent in other 
directions. The total expenditure of the 
country was not going to be reduced to 
any appreciable extent. He thought it 
rather a pity that the Leader of the 
Opposition did not take alarm at the 
increase in expenditure before that 
£220,000,000 was spent on the South 
African war, which debt was now lying 
like a millstone round the necks of the 
people. But it did not matter how large 
the expenditure was, they ought to 


levy the taxes in a scientific way. 
The Amendment proposed _ that 
the basis of taxation should be 


broadened, but in his opinion that basis 


was now as broad as it possibly 
could be. There was not a single 
family in the country that did 
not pay taxes. There was not a 


single man or woman who consumed tea 
or sugar, however insignificant their 
income, whether a pauper or independent 
worker, who did not contribute something 
towards the revenue of the country. It 
was a melancholy and lamentable fact 
that the poorer they were the heavier 
taxation pressed upon them. There 
were people whose incomes were so 
small that they could not keep them- 
selves in an adequate state of physical 
efliciency, and yet those people had to 
pay taxes on tea, sugar, and tobacco, 
equivalent to the taxes paid by the richest 
consumer. What they complained of 
was that the basis of taxation was too 
broad at the present time, for they 
taxed people who ought not to be taxed, 
and they taxed incomes every farthing 
of which ought to be spent in keeping 
their possessors in a state of physical 
efliciency. They were taxing family 
incomes which ought to be spent to 
the very last farthing upon feeding and 
clothing the children and bringing proper 
facilites within their scope and command. 
At the present time the working classes, 
whose incomes averaged £70, were paying 
something like £48,000,000 to the 
National Exchequer. There was not a 
sensible man in the House who would not 
say that that basis ought to be narrowed. 
The pyramid ought to be based not on 
its broad basis but on its apex. The 
time had come when the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in national finance had to work 
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out a pyramid of taxation, raised not upon 
its broad basis, which was oppressive and 
crushing, but upon its apex, which would 
enable the pyramid to lie on that small 
section of the community who held 
property which was social in its origin 
and which ought to be spent on social 
purposes. If they took the figure he had 
just quoted, namely, the £48,000,000 
contributed by the working classes to the 
national income, it worked out at 2s. in 
the pound income-tax. If they considered 
the final utility of 2s. in the pound 
to a man whose income was anything 
between 15s. and £1 a week, and worked 
that out, they got an equivalent in final 
utility to a man whose income was 
£5,000 of probably something like £2,000. 
It was not a question of amount of money ; 
it was a question of final utility—the ques- 
tion of discovering the equivalent to people 
who had enormous incomes to the tax 
of 2s. income-tax in the pound which the 
working classes had to pay. At the 
present time the income-tax upon the 
working classes was a tax upon life, not 
upon property; and he submitted that 
what the Chancellor had to discover 
was how to remove all taxes upon life and 
place them upon property. The question 
one would like to see answered was how 
right hon. Gentlemen on the Opposi- 
tion side of the House would readjust 
the incidence of taxation. The pro- 
posal was that something should be 
taken off tea and tobacco, and that 
something should be put on cheese, meat, 
flour, and bread. The proposal was not 
that the volume of taxation should be 
reduced, but that what was now imposed 
should be split up into small particles 
and that those particles on the whole 
should be equivalent to what was now 
being paid. He ventured to say that 
that was rather a futile result. If 
they were going to relieve people of 
taxes, let that be done, but let them 
not merely split the taxes up and 
then in the aggregate take away as 
much from them as before. Broadening 
the basis of taxation as defined by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
St. George’s, Hanover Square, was that 
more commodities should be brought 
within the net of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ; but that simply meant that 
they were taxing trade, and there 
was nothing more objectionable than 


a tax upon trade. That limited 
industry. Moreover, though they might 
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appear to be taxing things consumed, 
ultimately the incomes of the people had 
to bear the tax, and that in the most 
objectionable way, because they had to 
bear it not in relation to the ability to 
bear, but in relation to the use which the 
holders of the incomes made of the various 
commodities they had to use. No 
more objectionable system of taxation 
could be devised than that method of 
broadening the basis of taxation, because 
it meant that an increasing number of 
articles would have to bear taxation than 
at present, and from the point of view of 
the working classes that was infinitely 


worse even than the present bad 
system. The right hon. Gentleman the 


Member for West Birmingham pro- 
mulgated this scheme for breaking up 
taxation and levying it in small homeo- 
pathic doses on many commodities ; but 
even on the platform he confessed the 
working classes would only be helped to 
the tune of nine or ten farthings. That was 
no relief of taxation. If the proposal 
made in the Amendment did not reduce 
taxation, what about its Imperial aspect ? 
The right hon. Gentleman in his speech 
yesterday had laid special emphasis upon 
the Imperial aspect of his proposal ; he had 
told the House that we ought to reciprocate 
the commercial offers of the Colonies, and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for St. George’s, Hanover Square, later 
on had described those offers as being im- 
portant. As there was to be an 
opportunity of discussing those proposals 
later on, it would not be necessary to go 
into details now, but he was bound to 
take that opportunity of saying that he 
thought those offers an proposals would 
be much more important than they 
were if they had been a little more 
detailed and a little more definite, and if 
they had been conveyed in pounds, 
shillings, and pence—if they had been 
conveyed in schedules rather than in gran- 
diloquent periods and general language 
which might or might not be capable of 
application to our commercial conditions. 
But he took this objection. Why should 
we, simply because the Colonies asked 
us, change our fiscal system? Why 
should they not change their fiscal system 
upon our invitation? Was it going to 
be a one-sided bargain altogether ? 
that how right hon. Gentlemen did 
business # If the Colonies otfered some- 
thing, were right hon. Gentlemen going 
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to accept that offer without consideration 
as to whether it was valuable in itself or 
not? Was His Majesty’s Government 
going to be accused of pursuing a wrong 
policy because it insisted on discussing 
the value of the proposals made to it by 
business men and apparently for business 
ends? He read a leading article in the 
Melbourne Age the other day, which 
wound up with a statement to the 
effect — 

“ Weare offering preference, not only because 
we want to show our love for the Mother 
Country, but because we are convinced that 
the Mother Country requires it for business 
purposes, and we are also convinced that if 
the Mother Country does not adopt a new 
fiscal policy the Mother Country’s business 
will disappear as it is rapidly disappearing.” 

He thought that must have been 
written some years ago. Certainly it 
must have been written by somebody 
who had not the most recent trade 
returns published. If those things were 
true, if there was any foundation for these 
statements, they were statements which 
could be discussed from two 
Surely they ought to be the sub- 
ject of discussion on the part of the 
preferentialists and protectionists on the 
one hand, and the free traders on 
the other. It was simply absurd 
for anybody to say that, because 
the Colonies, acting upon ideas of protec- 
tion, offered us certain preferences, and 
because we turned to them and said, “ We 
believe that free trade suits our purpose 
better ; we believe that free trade is a 
better economic foundation for the 
“mpire than preference or protection,” 
we were not Imperialists, that we were 
not taking an interest in the Empire, 
and that we were aiding and abetting 
dismemberment and dissolution. — If they 
were going to allow the people of the 
Empire to decide, then the majority of the 
people were in this country. The most 
important business centre of the Empire 
was still in this country, and if there 
was going to be a public appeal in 
regard to the economic interests ot 
the Empire the matter was not going 
to be settled by people outside the 
Mother Country but by people inside. 
The people who voted in the recent elec- 
tions were not going to be called anti- 
imperial and told that they were indifferent 
to imperial interests because they had 
decided, and he thought decided well, 
that free trade was to be the basis 
of the fiscal policy of the mother land. 
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They were told that they did not even go 


the length of taking off in favour 
of the Colonies some duties which 
were now imposed on imports. If the 


Colonies would be satisfied with that 
he was not sure but that the sug- 
gestion might at any rate be considered 
on its merits. There was no general 
formula of fiscal policy or a_ tariff 
creed that was from the beginning 
and was going to remain true until the 
end of things. Everyone of the elements 
of our fiscal dogmas had to be decided 
generation after generation as circum- 
stances changed. Hon. Members above 
the gangway did not monopolise the free 
mind. Hon. Members who were on the 
other side measured the success of their 
policy year after year and generation 
after generation, and they stood by free 
trade not because Cobden preached it, 
but because it was beneficial to us at the 
present time, and because it was going 
to be beneficial to the country for a 
considerable time to come. He did not be- 
lieve that preference would encourage the 
Colonies to trade with us, or that our 
trade with the Colonies would thereby 
be affected to any considerable extent. 
Had the Premier of Australia given us 
any pledge that if we lowered duties 
on Colonial imports upon our present 
tariff schedules he would be satis‘ied ? 
Had the Premier of Canada given us any 
assurance that that would satisfy him? It 
was quite true that South Africa would be 
rather pleased with it, but South Africa 
was in a peculiar position. South Africa 
was mainly interested in wines and 
tobacco, and a change in the present 
tariff would suit South Africa in a special 
degree. But what would it mean to this 
country? It would be the beginning of 
the principle of protection. Our tariff 
policy was not to be dictated by the 
opinion of a majority of the Colonies. 
At least he hoped it had not come to 
that yet. There were three views of taxa- 
tion; they might either tax articles of 
general consumption, which was the pro- | 
tectionist theory; or they might tax | 
prope:ty, or combine a tax on con- 
sumption and property. The Labour 
Party held that all taxation on articles 
of consumption should be removed 
because they bore oppressively upon the 
poorer classes of the community, and that | 
taxes should be levied upon wealth that | 
had not been earned by individual 
service. The values created not by 
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individuals but by the community should 
be transferred to the community and not 
allowed to be enjoyed by individuals who 
had not earned them by service. Industrial 
capital and wages ought to be free alto- 
gether from taxation. The State should 
claim as its property the value of that 
which it had created. If after that 
revenue was still required, incomes and 
other property should be taxed. The 
Labour Party would not support the 
Amendment because they believed not 
in broadening but in narrowing the basis 
of taxation. The Amendment had really 
been framed in alight-hearted, sympathetic, 
and lightsome moment by men who 
wanted to meet the demands of Colonies 
who do not understand our tariff policies, 
whose economic conditions differed from 
ours, whose markets were not our markets, 
and whose competition was totally 
different from that which we had to meet. 


Mr. MALLET (Plymouth) said that 
everyone admitted that the Imperial 
aspect of this great business question was 
the most attractive, and perhaps the 
only attractive, aspect which it had ; but 
that there was nothing in the speeches of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite to show how 
Imperial feeling could be strengthened 
by increasing the taxation on articles of 
large consumption, or, in other words, on 
the necessaries of life. It was perfectly 
clear that there was one ground on 
which tariff reform was advocated which 
could not be properly maintained. 
Speeches had been made from the Opposi- 
tion side which advanced the theory that 
we owed it to our Colonies to make them 
some further return for the preference they 
offered us, but he thought that that view 
was neither tenable nor fair When 
they remembered that the preference 
offered by the Colonies was still very 
limited in extent—Sir William Lyne said 
that the Australian proposals only 
applied to 8 per cent. of Australian 
imports, and that even then British goods 
going to the Australian Colonies must be 
carried in British ships manned by white 
labour, a condition which millions of our 
fellow subjects had a strong right to 
resent: when they remembered that 
the Colonies still imposed high pro- 
tective tarifis on most of our goods, 
whilst we in return offered them, on 
everything they sent us, a liberality of 
treatment which no other nation in the 
world offered them, and which they 
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never dreamt of offering us; and when 
they remembered that we, unaided, bore 
the whole burden of [mperial defence ; 
surely it was not fair to urge that we 
were required to make any further 
return to our Colonies. After all, in any 
bargain between ourselves and our 
Colonies, we were and must remain their 
creditors, offering them far more than we 
could ever look for in return. That 
was the nature of all bargains between 
parents and children, and he thought that 
in all such bargains this policy of haggling 
was a grave mistake. As long as the 
Empire held together, the Colonies would 
always owe a debt to the generosity of 
the English people, but that was no 
reason why they should impose on that 
generosity, as Gentlemen opposite would 
have them do, an intolerable strain. 
Mr. Lowe once said in a passage of 
illuminating pessimism that we lost half 
our Colonies by trying to tax them, and 
that we should lose the other half by their 
trying to tax us; and he suggested to 
hon. Gentleman opposite, who loved the 
extremities of the Empire, but who 
minimised, he thought, the claims of the 
heart of the Empire, that, if they laid 
down the principle that we could only 
keep our Colonies by submitting to im- 
positions on our food, and interference 
with our freedom, they ran the risk 
of making the Empire not the pride, 


but the bugbear, of the English 
people. He wished tariff reformers 


would tell them in more detail how they 
could possibly reconcile their proposals 
with what they believed to be the needs 
of our own people. Free traders had 
always insisted that they could not give 
any colonial preference worth having with- 
out taxation of corn, but that was a 
point on which they had never been able 
to ascertain definitely the views of the 
Leader of the Opposition. They had 
always insisted also that it involved 
a tax on raw materials, but they 
had never yet been able to get a 
definite pronouncement on that point 
from the Protectionist Leader. Gentle- 
men opposite had shirked these definite 
peints, on which the whole meaning 
of their policy depended, and instead 
of facing them had urged the House 
to try to do something for the 
Colonies on the basis of existing taxa- 
tion, so that they might drift imper- 
ceptibly into abandoning free trade. 


Tne right hon. Gentleman the Member | 
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for St. George’s, Hanover Square, had 
complained that the Government had 
refused to take our existing duties 
and to try to offer a little preference 
upon them. The right hon. Gentleman 
had said it was ridiculous to go into 
details and he quite agreed it was so, 
because when one began to go into details 
one saw how ridiculous that proposal 
was. He did not know whether any- 
one had noticed the recent arrangements 
in Australia for giving a preference 
to South Africa in regard to the trade 
between the two Colonies, but there were 
one or two points in them which were 
significant. There had been a great 
increase in the use of agricultural 
machinery in Australia, and they had 
been buying their harvesters principally 
from Canada, which were imported at 
a duty of £5. Last year the duty was 
raised to £12, and at the same time a 


handsome preference was offered to 
South Africa in regard to harves- 
ters imported from that country to 


Australia. How did the protectionist 
party in Australia justify that preference 
to South Africa? They justified it on 
the ground that South Africa did not 
send any harvesters to Australia at all. 
A preference was also given by 
Australia to South African wines, and 
that was justified on the ground that 
the people in Australia did not like and 
did not drink South African wines. The 
fact was, when one looked into the 
details of these preferences, it very often 
happened that the preference was little 
more than a pretence. Let them take 
the case of Canada and consider for an 
instant what we could have done for 
Canada on the basis of existing duties. 
[t was said we might have made a 
beginning and gone into the Conference 
and offered something. What did that 
mean? On the basis of existing duties 
we could offer nothing to Canada 
on her great exports, timber, corn, 
bacon and cheese; we could only 
offer her a _ preference on _ certain 
dutiable articles such as tobacco, sugar, 
tea, coffee, cocoa, wines and_ spirits, 
and dried fruits. If the House 
looked at the details it would be 
seen how absurd such _ suggestions 
were. As to tea Canada only sent 
us £999 worth in 1905 ; and that could not 
be Canadian, because Canada did not grow 
it ;a preference on tea could not therefore 
benefit her. Again our imports of sugar 





83. 


fro 
a 
aga 
im] 
Th 
wo! 
onl 
sen 
anc 
Fre 
on 
tun 
the 
tax 
gre 
Us 1 
cess 
(rer 
Did 
‘“ \ 
not 
but 
whi 
The 
trut 
The 
and 
som 
Sou 
win 
got 
and 
ind 
was 
for 
wutl 
mus 
spol 
lore 
hon. 
Mr, 
left 
and 
if 
that 
larg 
all 1 
who 
and 
this 
of § 
£8, 
£2, 
of | 
In 
was 
but 
thos 
duct 
sent 


had 
had 
ities 
pice 
man 
into 
} $0, 
tails 
0sal 
any- 
ents 
ence 
rade 
were 
were 
reat 
bural 
had 
pally 
1 at 
was 
ne a 
| to 
rves- 
y to 
onist 
ence 
t on 
not 
5 all. 
by 
and 
that 
and 
The 
the 
often 
little 
take 
r an 
for 
ities. 
le a 
rence 
that 
uties 
nada 
corn, 
only 
rtain 
ugar, 
virits, 
[ouse 
| be 
tions 
sent 
d not 
grow 
‘efore 
sugar 





833 Finance 


{14 May 1907} 


Bill. 854 


from Canada were only of the value of | she did send us a certain amount of wine. 


a few thousand pounds, and _ there 
again it could not be said that that | 
import offered much scope for preference. | 
The import of tobacco from Canada was | 
worth only £9,000, while wine and spirits | 
only amounted to £10,000. Coffee she | 
sent none; cocoa only £1,100 worth, 
and dried fruits practically none. 
From these figures it was obvious that, 
on the basis of existing duties, the oppor- 
tunity of giving a preference to Canada, 
the margin for “ broadening the basis of | 
taxation,” was comparatively small. This | 
great Dominion came to us and offered | 
us in a friendly and generous spirit con- 
cessions On our manufactures which hon. 
Gentlemen opposite rated very high. 
Did they seriously mean to answer : 
“We will give you a preference on 
nothing of any importance which you sell, 
but only on a few trumpery articles 
which are not really Canadian at all.” 
The same thing might be said with equal 
truth in regard to the other Colonies. 
They had had references to South Africa, 
and they were told that they might do 
something by giving a preference on 
South African tobacco and South African 
wine. The amount of tobacco which we 
got from South Africa was infinitesimal, 
and did not amount to £1,900 a year, 
ud the amount of wine imported last year 
was very little more. The hon. Member 
for Gravesend always spoke’ with 
wthority on Colonial matters, but he 
must always be regarded even when he 
spoke of Imperial economics as first and 


foremost a master of romance. The 
hon. Member had told them that if 
Mr. Gladstone and Mr. Cobden had 


eft the wine of South Africa alone, 
und if it had not been for the Treaty 
ff 1859, the trade in the wine of 
that country might have grown to 
large dimensions. Of course it was 
all the fault of that wicked Mr. Cobden, 
who was responsible for so much evil, 
and also for such wonderful prosperity in 
this country. But in 1905 the importation 
of South African wine was only worth 
£8,500 ; in 1906 it had shrunk to some 
£2,000 ; and here they got no opportunity 
of broadening the basis of taxation. 
In regard to Australian wines, there 
was some better scope for a preference, 
but would any preference ever make 
those wines a competitor with the pro- 
ducts of Portugal or France. Australia 
sent us hardly any tea or tobacco, but 


In 1905, it amounted to as much as 
£136,000, but last year it fell to £100,000 ; 
and there there was perhaps a limited 
opportunity of showing good-will to Aus- 
tralia, if we were willing to shut our 
eyes to the principle of free trade. 
But the fact was, we did not buy 
Australian wines because we did not 
drink them, and he doubted whether 
they were drunk even at the banquets 
of tariff reformers. Erasmus once said 
that he could not fast on Fridays, 
because while his heart was Catholic, 
his stomach was Protestant, and in the 
same way he suspected that while the 
appetites of tariff reformers were Im- 
perial, their palates owned the heresies 
of Cobden still. Moreover, Australia was 
of all our Colonies the most rigidly 
protectionist, the most determined, by 
tariffs or bounties, to keep her own 
market for herself. Would that resolu- 
tion be changed by a trumpery preference 
on Australian wines? ‘To have gone 
into the Colonial Conference expressing 
a willingness to grant preference on the 
basis of existing duties without in- 
tending to go on would have been to 
play a dishonest game. Imperial unity 
would never be built up on any scheme 
of pooling Parliaments or pooling trade, 
or on a fiscal system which added 
intolerably to the burdens of the people. 
It was because by relying on those 
specifics, the Party opposite had turned 
the strong current of Imperial feeling 
into mistaken channels that he resisted 
these preference proposals whatever shape 
or form they took. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of Lon 
don): The hon. Member for Plymouth 
concluded his speech by accusing the 
party to which I belong of having directed 
the stream of patriotic emotion, which 
might have been directed into better 
channels, into the channel of preference, 
which in his view can produce, in the 
long run, no good consequences either to 
this country or to our Colonies. The hon. 
Gentleman does us more than justice. It 
is not we, it is the Colonies, those great 
self-governing communities in which the 
hon. Gentleman professes, and I doubt 
not with perfect truth, an interest as 
great as that felt by any of my hon. 
friends, who turned the stream of 
patriotic emotion into that channel. And 
the complaint we make against His 
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Maiesty’s Government, and against their 
supporters in and out of the House, is 
that they have ignored through all these 
years the offers made to us by those 
communities, that they have sheltered 
themselves behind self-made rules of 
finance which have, to my mind, no solid 
basis either in scientific or in applied 
economics, and that they have, in con- 
sequence of these limitations, put it 
absolutely out of their power, when they 
met the Colonial Prime Ministers in con- 
ference only a few days ago, to do any- 
thing in the direction which the Colonies 
desire. There is, I believe, one exception. 
There is, or has been, a suggestion made 
that there should be a preference in 
shipping, or that there should be a 
shipping subsidy, or some expedient of 
that kind. Ido not know whether the 
hon. Gentieman who has just sat down, 
and who is an ardent economist of a 
certain school, regards that as consistent 
with free trade as he understands free 
trade; and, if he does not, I wonder 
whether he is going to make the same 
eloquent speech in denouncing it, if it 
should ever come before the House, as 
he has just made in denouncing other 
schemes which are certainly no more in- 
comsistent with free trade than _ this. 
I suppose the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer will tell us, or indicate, when he 
comes to deal with this branch of the 
question, what it is the Government reaily 
do propose with regard to shipping 
subsidies, and will give us the opportunity 
of practically testing exactly what it is 
that they mean when they talk of 
supporting “the theory of free trade.” 
We have often tried to find out, but we 
have not always succeeded; and I 
remember that when a Motion was moved 
on the subject last session they very 
wisely closured the debate after two days 
discussion, because they found themselves 
wholly unable to explain the meaning of 
the phrase. The discussion has very 
naturally, and I think very rightly, 
ranged over a wide surface. We have 
not only dealt with the question placed 
before us by my right hon. friend’s 
Amendment, but some speakers have also 
discussed various outlying portions of the 
sume great theme, and discussed them in 
many cases with great clearness and 
ability. We have had a sketch Budget 
of one character from the hon. Member 
for North Paddington. The hon. Member 
for Leicester gave us a sketch of another 
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Budget on somewhat different lines, and 
we have departed, more or less, no doubt, 
from the perfectly narrow limits laid down 
by the Amendment, strictly interpreted. 
I think I shall probably best consult the 
convenience of the House if I confine the 
few observations I have to make to a 
survey of the condition of things with 
which that Amendment is intended 
specifically to deal. If we were merely 
discussing the question of colonial pre- 
ference and the question of the propriety 
of possessing some power of bargaining 
with foreign countries, I should really 
have nothing to add to what I have often 
said to this audience and to other 
audiences. The reason I think it worth 
while to speak at all on this subject is 
not that I have anything to modify in 
any statement of principle I have ever 
laid down. It is not that I think those 
statements were ever lacking in clearness 
or precision or lucidity. | lronical cheers.| 
It is not that I have changed them even 
by a hair’s breadth. [Ironical cheers.] But 
it is that I think the Budget of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, taken in 
combination with what we know to have 
passed at the meeting with the Colonial 
Premiers, gives new opportuneness, new 
force, and new applicability to the prin- 
ciples which I have ventured often to lay 
down as representing my own views and 
those of many of my friends. I heard 
ironical cheers just now when I said that 
I have never changed my opinions. Those 
ironical cheers came from Gentlemen 
who have never taken the trouble— 
I do not know whether it worth 
their while—to master the views | 
have from time to time put forward; 
and among the people who have not 
taken that trouble | may count the 
Prime Minister, who spoke the other day 
at Manchester, and repeated, with his 
usual force, the oft-repeated charge that 
I had, as a matter of fact, modified my 
views from time to time, that I had, in 
accordance, as he suggested, with political 
exigencies and political pressure, changed 
opinions to which I have given expression 
and modified principles which I believe to 
be sound politically and economically. 
No man can say that who has read or 
listened to what I have at various times 
spoken on this subject, and who is at the 
same time gifted with ordinary powers of 
comprehension. The Prime Minister has 
powers of comprehension far above the 
ordinary, and I conclude, therefore, that 
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he has, very wisely from many points of 
view, never taken the trouble to acquaint 
himself with the opinions which I and 


others hold on this subject. We have 
had the old battle-cry of protection 
and free trade raised again to-day. 
[ am not going into that subject. 


If by protection is meant—and it is 
probably the most accurate, scientific 
meaning of that much-abused term—a 
policy which has for its object the 
diverting of the trade and commerce of a 
nation or of the world from its natural 
channels by artificial legislative means, 
that has never been, and is not now, any 
part of the policy which I recommend. I 
do not want to see grow up in this country 
industries which under natural and free 
conditions would have no chance of 
flourishing. Ido not desire to see that 
policy carried out; and, that being my 
view, I think it perfectly absurd, from a 
scientific point of view, to describe my 
policy as a policy of protection. But let 
it be remembered that we are now dealing 
with a world which has evidently set 
itself determinedly to divert commerce 
and industry from its natural channels 
and to our disadvantage. When we 
hear the authority of Sir Robert Peel 
quoted, as we often do on these occasions, 
let us remember that Sir Robert Peel 
never contemplated anything distantly 
approaching the condition of things that 
we have got to deal with. Ido not fora 
moment believe that he would have 
tolerated leaving this country absolutely 
without weapons for the purpese of 
negotiations when every other country, 
or almost every other country—every 
country, I believe, but Turkey—does as 
a matter of fact, endeavour artificially to 
divert the stream of manufactures and 
commerce in a direction hostile to our 
intercsts. And if you tell me that 
that is all a vain and useless endeavour, 


that these efforts made by foreign 
countries are doomed to lead _ to 


nothing, then I say, what is the value 
of your talk about the evils of pro- 
tection and the evils of tariffs? The 
only reason that protective tariffs are 
bad is that they divert commerce. If 
you put on protective tariffs and they do 
not divert commerce, they do not have 
any of the evil consequences which hon. 
Gentlemen opposite assume. Therefore, 
I think we may say without paradox, 
what every sound economist admits, that 
we have to deal with a world in which 
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the natural course of events is artificially 
perverted by every nation of the world, 
and it is folly not to arm ourselves, as 
far as we can be armed, with a weapon 
which will enable us to deal with that 
state of things. I have expressed clearly. 
now, as I have always expressed clearly 
—I have often said it before, and it is 
perfectly clear to anybody acquainted 
with even the elements of economics— 
the view that I am a free-trader, and I 
am in favour of a weapon by which 
we can deal with hostile _ tariffs. 
Those are my first two propositions. 
The next proposition I would lay down is 
that colonial preference is a most valuable 
means of binding the Colonies together. 
That is one thing we ought to aim at, 
Doubtless there have been, and still are, 
after all that has happened, difficulties in 
the way ; but those difficulties are diffi- 
culties which we should set ourselves to 
surmount, and not approach in the spirit 
of the hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down, and who, following His Majesty’s 
Government, prejudged the whole ques- 
tion and issue by saying that the scheme 
is eminently so absurd that closer 
examination is not required and we will 
reject any possible policy which is based 
upon preference. 
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*Mr. MALLET : I did not suggest that 
the entire policy of preference was 
ridiculous, though I should not be 
averse to arguing that. What I did say 
was that preference based on existing 
duties was, if you came to examine it, 
hopelessly ridiculous. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I accept the 
hon. Gentleman’s correction. But even 
with that limitation I should wholly 
dispute his doctrine. Nothing, in my 
judgment, can be regarded as_ridicu- 
lous in the way of a_ modification 
of our tariffs which commends itself 
to our great self-governing Colonies. 
The hon. Gentleman’s view is that no 
preference based upon our existing duties, 
or any duties which the country would 
tolerate, could be of any use to the 
Colonies. Well, the Colonies are the 
best judge of that. When you have 
the Colonies coming, not once nor twice, 
not in one year only, but in a succession of 
years, and reiterating the same story and 
indulging in the same feelings, I think 
that a concession to those feelings ought 
not to be described, even in the most 
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amiable spirit, as ridiculous 
larger question, I have gone much further 
—and have always gone much further— 
than expressing my desire to see prefer- 
ence based upon existing tariffs. 
the controversy arose—I believe it was on 
the very day on which my right hon. 
friend the Member for West Birmingham 
made the speech which is usually, and, I 
think, very properly, regarded as the 
date when this great cause first came into 
evidence before the public eye—on that 
very day I expressed my views in favour 
of Colonial preference in the strongest 
and clearest language; and from that 
date, now four years ago, I have never 
varied, even by a fraction of an inch, on 
one side or the other. There is another 
proposition I have laid down, which is 
that, if you are to carry out this great 
national object of giving us a weapon to 


{COMMONS} 
On the | 


Before | 


deal with foreign countries, and of giving | 


us the means of preference, it is no reason 
for rejecting the plan that it may involve 
small Customs duties for 
is no counter-balancing excise. Such 
duties, of course, have a fractional pro- 
tective effect, but I never suggested that 
they were put on for protection ; I do 
not value them because they have a pro- 
tective effect, I do not believe that the 
protective effect is material ; and I appeal 
to the whole experience of the civilised 
world whether that is not a rational con- 
tention in matters of this kind. We do 
not call Turkey protective because it puts 
on a revenue duty, we do not call India 
protective because it puts on a revenue 
duty ; and, if there is a sufficient reason 
for putting on duties for great national 
or Imperial objects, the mere fact that 
they may have the corresponding dis- 
advantage of some slight protective 
effect is no reason why a sane and rational 
financier should reject them. And I do 
not believe there is a scientific economist 
in the world who would think that the 
statement that I have just made to the 


House has any element of paradox what- | 


everin it. ‘Thatis my fourth proposition. 


which there | 


My fifth proposition, which I venture to | 
press earnestly upon the House, is that, | 


if you could obtain some preferential 


arrangement with the Colonies, which the | 


Colonies thought worth giving something 
for in the way of advantage to our manu- 
factures, you do make aclear and distinet 


{ 


step in the direction of free trade within | 


the Empire. 


It is perfectly true that the | 


full idea of free trade within the Empire ! 
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may be an ideal which we never shall 
realise. The general tendency of civilised 
mankind seems to be going so strongly in 
favour of protection that I think probably 
it never may be reached, at any rate in 
our lifetime. But, if you are to have any 


| approach to it, that approach can be 


obtained, and obtained only, as I think, 
by some arrangement of preferential 
duties within the Empire, by which our 
great manufacturing industries may ob- 
tain that market which, in spite of what 
optimists say, is going to be—probably 
within the experience of many whom | 
am now addressing—one of the great 
difficulties of a manufacturing country 
like ourselves, which must import largely 
from abroad, and must have large exports 
to pay for those imports. And observe 
that the advantage to be gained ought 
never to be measured by the immediate 
and present statistics of the moment. | 
think it was the hon. Member for 
North Paddington, following in the steps 
of many predecessors, who explained 
how our commerce with the Colonies was 
relatively so small that it was not worth 
our while, as it were, to make any impor- 
tant sacrifices to obtain a preferential 
footing in them. You have not to con- 
sider merely what a trade is now, and you 
have not to consider merely what the 
Colonies are now ; you have to consider 
what the trade is going to be and what 
the Colonies are going to be. And when 
hon. Gentlemen dilate, as they often do, 
on the evils resulting from building up 
artificially great interests in any com- 
munity on the basis of protection—I 
agree with their general theory—do they 
not see that, if we could in any respect 
prevent the building up of those great 
interests in certain departments of in 
dustry, and if there was the smallest 
prospect that we should be allowed in the 
future in these great and growing 
communities to introduce our manu- 
factures on something like equality, on 
terms which would enable them, at all 
events, to compete in the Colonial market, 
we should be doing an enormous service 
to the manufacturing industry of this 
country, and we should be doing it on the 
strictest free trade lines and for free 
trade reasons? Well, that is the fifth 
of the propositions that I have laid down 
—all, I venture to say, perfectly clear 
and perfectly precise. 1 believe they 
are all absolutely consistent with sound 
economic theory; and I should not 
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have taken the trouble to repeat them 
again to the House if it had not been 
that, in my judgment, two events have 
occurred since I last spoke in this House 
upon the subject which have a very great 
bearing, not upon the theory of the case, 
but upon the practical grounds on which 
statesmen modify their policy. Well, 
what are those two circumstances? One 
is the view given by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in his Budget speech— 
endorsed by almost every speaker on the 
other side of the House—namely, the 
relation of our expenditure to our present 
means of taxation. Everybody admits 
that the expenditure of the country is 
very large. Some people think—I be- 
lieve it is the old Radical orthodox view 
—that it is more than the country can 
stand. That is not the new view. The 
new view, expressed with great force by 
the Member for Leicester, and, I think, 
also by the Member for North Paddington, 
was that the expenditure of the country 
was very much less than the country could 
bear, and that it would undoubtedly re- 
quire to be greatly increased. That is the 
new view. We have got a long way 
from the days of Joseph  tlume. 
When we examine the Budget of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what do we 
find? Do we tind that there is great 
latitude for future expenditure, even at 
the present rate of taxation? As | 
understand, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s position is this. He expects 
a surplus of £2,250,000 for the next 
year. This is to be a kind of nucleus for 
a scheme of old age pensions, which, 
we are told by another member of 
the Government, will require about 
£25,000,000 a year to satisfy. Just 
think of how precarious a tenure the 
right hon. Gentleman has of this 
£2,250,000. If the Education Bill had 
been carried last year he would have had 
to diminish the £2,250,000 by a 
£1,000,000. If the Irish Council Bill 
is carried this year he will have to 
diminish that diminished sum _ by 
£050,000. In other words, if the right 
hon. Gentleman’s colleagues succeed in 
their projects of legislation, his £2,250,000 
will be reduced to something a good deal 
less than a £1,000,000—a very small 
nucleus indeed for a scheme of old age 
pensions which is to cost £25,000,000 a 
year. And observe, the right hon. 
Gentleman filled a great deal of his speech 
y discussions as to the need of raising 
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the national credit. But if by raising 
the national credit he means making 
permanent provision for paying off debt, 
that further permanent provision will 
have to be made at the cost of what 
remains of the £2,250,000. It will have 
to be made at the cost of the £600,000 or 
£700,000 which, if his projects of legisla- 
tion are going to be successful, is 
all that he will have to pay either for 
the purpose of old age pensions or 
for the purpose of raising the national 
credit. And this leaves out of account 
altogether all the big schemes of social 
reform. It leaves out of account 
altogether the natural growth of ex- 
penditure, which no Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, with the best will in the 
world, has ever been able to resist, and 
which certainly the right hon. Gentleman 
shows no greater power of dealing with 
than any of his predecessors. That 
is the position on the present basis of 
taxation. And what is that basis of 
taxation? The basis of taxation is ls. in 
the pound on income-tax, a very 
heavy duty on sugar, a very heavy duty 
on tea, and other taxes which I need not 
now dwell upon. Does anybody think 
that satisfactory? The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer does not. Does the 
hon. Member for Leicester, who spoke for 
the Labour Party ? Does the hon. Member 
for North Paddington think it  satis- 
factory ? The hon. Member for Leicester 
got up, and, while he occasionally threw 
a faint compliment to the good intentions 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, he 
filled all the earlier part of his speech 
with the most vigorous denunciations of 
the selfish character, or the anti-social 
character of the Budget, for which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
responsible. And what is the Member for 
North Paddington’s view? He objects 
altogether to putting any tax upon a 
new article. That is his first proposition. 
His second proposition is that the ex- 
penditure of the country must be greatly 
increased. His third proposition is that 
you must take all the duty off tea; his 
fourth proposition is that you must take 
all the duty off sugar; and his fifth 
proposition is that you must get the 
enormous deficit by graduating the 
income-tax. That is practically the 
suggestion of the hon. Member for North 
Paddington for our future guidance ; he 
acknowledges the accuracy of my sum- 
mary of his very interesting speech. 
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Does he suggest that that is practical | 


politics ? Does he really think that any 
Chancellor of the Exchequer can come 
down and modify the Budget in that 
fashion? I doubt it. I believe that 
even in the serried ranks among which 
he is now sitting he would find no 
support for such a proposal, and every- 
body would recognise that his scheme, at 
all events, is one wholly impracticable. I 
do not know that the hon. Member for 
Leicester's scheme is much more easily 
carried out. His plan is, not to throw 
everything in a differentiated income-tax, 
but to try to get out of ground values, I 
think he said by simply appropriating 
them without compensation, all the money 
now required for carrying on the public 
service and initiating those great schemes 
of social reform with which, no doubt, all 
sympathise in every quarter of the 
House. Is that a practical system? Is 
that the kind of Budget the House is 
going to accept? We have three sugges- 
tions before us. We have that of the 
Member for North Paddington, that of 
the Member for Leicester, and the actual 
plan of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer does 
not defend his own plan. He does not 
say that ls. income-tax is a good thing. 
He says it is a very bad thing. He does 
not say that the tax on sugar is good, nor 
does he wish to keep the tea duty at its 
present level. Yet he knows better than 
anybody that the claims which will be 
made upon him, and which he will not be 
able to answer on the present basis of 
taxation, are claims which are certain to 
come in and which it will not be possible 
for any Chancellor of the Exchequer now 
or hereafter to resist. When you survey 
the actual balance sheet of the country 
and the way of meeting expenditure, 
surely you must be driven to the con- 
clusion that, in the words of the Amend- 
ment, the basis of taxation ought to be 
widened. There have been very curious 
misconceptions as to the meaning of the 
phrase “ widening the basis of taxation,” 
The present Minister for Education seems 
to think that, by widening the basis of 
taxation is meant the increasing of the 
number of people taxed; and precisely 
the same meaning was put upon it by the 
Member for Leicester. That is not the 
meaning which the framers of the 
Amendment attach to the phrase, and it 
is not the ordinary meaning which 
attaches to it. When you speak of 
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widening the basis of taxation, you 
mean, not drawing more people into 
the net of the Chancellor of the Ex. 
chequer, but drawing more articles for 
taxation into his net. Those are two 
quite different propositions. There seem 
to be some hon. Gentlemen opposite 
who do not appreciate that. I confess it 
seems to me rather elementary. But 
it is quite evident that you attack the 
same person either by extracting £10 
from him in the way of income-tax, or 
£10 by a tax on sugar, or £10 by a tax 
on motor-cars. In each of these cases 
you put the same tax on the same 
person ; but if you put a part of the 
income-tax, or a part of the sugar tax, or 
a part of the motor-car tax on him, you 
then have a more extended system of 
taxation, so far as it goes. Now I hope 
even the most anxious of my audience 
are clear as to the meaning of “ widening 
the basis of taxation.” That is the 
meaning in which it is used in the Amend- 
ment, that is the sense in which it has 
always been used, until this debate, in 
economic discussions. Now, Sir, we do 
not raise, nobody desires to raise, by this 
Amendment any question as to the 
incidence of taxation as between the 
different classes of the community. That 
may be just, as the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer supposes it, or it may be 
unjust, as the hon. Member for Leicester 
and the hon. Member for Padding: 
ton suppose it. We do not raise that 
question, though it is, no doubt, a most 
important question. We assume _ that 
the incidence of taxation is not in ques- 
tion. We only say that the taxation on 
the same people may be better raised 
than it is now. It is admitted that there 
are great and obvious evils in attempting 
to keep the income-tax at Is. or in 
attempting to maintain a high rate of 
duty on tea, sugar, and tobacco ; and if 
you can extend the subjects which you 
tax and not the individuals you tax we 
believe you will probably find a better 
system than you have now. But | 
believe you will be forced to extend them 
whether you like it or not, unless you are 
driven to some of those methods of 
dealing with a graduated income-tax and 
so forth which, in my judgment, would 
give you very little money and would 
enormously disturb the country’s indus- 
tries. If you are not going to do it by 
a graduated income-tax, this increased 
expenditure, which all admit will occur 
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and may desire to occur, must be taken 
from other taxable articles. You cannot 
add materially to the income-tax or 
to the tea or sugar duties or to the spirit 
duties, and even if you could you would 
leave your system open to many objec- 
tions, and certainly most inelastic in times 
of national stress and emergency. What 
we say is that the situation displayed by 
the Budget statement has the peculiarity 
of casting the view forward, far beyond 
the year in which the statement is made. 
We deduce from that that for our own 
purposes, without having any regard to 
the Colonies or foreign nations, without 
touching on the question of retaliation or 
preference, we ought to modify the 
existing system. That is the first con- 
clusion I draw, and it is drawn from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s statement. 
My second conclusion is drawn from the 
views expressed by the Colonial Prime 
Ministers. I say that any taxation you 
put on for your own purposes should be 
used, as far as it can be, to meet the 
views of the Colonies, and I believe this 
system of taxation, to which you will be 
forced, whatever your views about pre- 
ference, will prove to be useful, and can 
be used for the purpose of Colonial 
preference. 
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Now, it will be seen that | 


my suggested policy depends on the | 


House accepting three propositions—one, 
that the present system is not sufficient 
for our needs; secondly, that any change 
in the system must be in the direction of 
extending the net of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and taxing fresh articles ; 


and, thirdly, that when you have ex- | 
tended your system of taxable articles, | 


you will be in possession of a fiscal 
system which can be used, to the im- 
mense advantage of the commerce and 
manufactures of the country and for the 
benefit and unity of the Empire, for the 
purpose of establishing Colonial prefer- 
ence. I have been attacked by the 
Prime Minister for enunciating these 
views while the Colonial Premiers were 
in this country. I have been told that 
this is turning the visit of the Prime 
Ministers to a political object. It is 
nothing of the kind. So far as my poor 
powers go, I have most sedulously 
avoided, in the presence of the Prime 
Ministers, saying one single word which 
would be capable of a Party interpreta- 


tion. But is my mouth to be shut on 
these questions simply because the 
eminent statesmen who are now our 
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guests happen to be in the country ? 
Are we to draw no moral and no con- 
clusions from what they say? Are we 
to be blind and deaf to all their utter- 
ances? That seems to me to be a 
counsel, not only not of perfection, but of 
the utmost imperfection ; and having to 
address my fellow-countrymen, I cer- 
tainly think I should have been wanting 
in my duty if I had not at once pointed 
out what [ considered is the new 
practical situation brought upon us in 
reference to this great question by the 
double fact of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s Budget and the reiterated 
and re-expressed wishes of the Colonial 
Prime Ministers. Some hon. Gentle- 
men have told us that this attempt to 
make arrangements with our Colonies 
will be in the nature of bargains which 
turn friends into enemies, and which do 
not bind closer the bonds which already 
unite friends. I cannot understand that 
reasoning. I notice that yesterday Mr. 
Deakin himself said that unity was his 
great object. The methods by which 
that unity is to be arrived at are relative- 
ly unimportant. Unity ought to be our 
great object. Are we seriously to be 
told that unity is not enhanced because 
you happen to come to arrangements 
about which it is possible to have con- 
troversy? [ do not know where any 
human relations would be if these princi- 
ples were to be accepted. Matrimony 
would vanish at once. Of course all 
close relations give possible material for 
controversy. Nobody doubts it; but 
without close relationship you cannot 
have unity. The ideal of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite is to have our interests so separate 
that it is impossible to conceive of any 
difficulty arising between us_ because 
there is nothing about which we can con- 
ceivably quarrel. That is not an ideal of 
the relationship which ought to exist 
between human beings, between the 
Mother Country and the Colonies, or I 
would even say, between separate States. 
Dangers there are, dangers there must 
be, in any course which we decide to 
pursue ; but surely we feel our fate too 
much, or our deserts are small, if we 
cannot trust ourselves to meet wishes 
expressed, not once, not twice, not 
casually, but officially ; not by this man 
or that man, but by the authorised 
representatives of these great self-govern- 
ing communities—if we cannot trust 
ourselves to try to come to some 
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arrangement with them which will be so 
enormously for the benefit, as I think, 
of the commerce of both the Mother 
Country and the Colonies, and which 
would make us feel from day to day that 
we were something more than citizens 
even, living under the same flag and 
owning allegiance to the same Sovereign, 
but that we were people with common 
interests present to our minds from day 
today. Ido think that we have now a 
situation in this country which we should 
be criminal if we neglected. I perfectly 
understand that. I never agreed with 
those of my friends who have thought 
that our existing system of taxation 
is so satisfactory that even for these great 
objects it would be folly to disturb it. 
i have never agreed to that. But now 
that it is admitted that our existing 
system is not satisfactory, and that even 
those who are going to support the 
Government are telling the Government 
that their Budget is based on intolerable 
principles; now that the Government 
themselves admit that they have to keep 
all these duties at an inexpedient level to 
meet the expenditure which they foresee, 
and have nothing whatever in hand to meet 
expenditure which they do not foresee ; 
now that we have the Government com- 
mitting themselves, as they say, to a 
scheme of old age pensions and making 
no provision for it except the beggarly 
residue which is to remain of this 
£2,250,000—in that situation surely we 
have the right to say that an adhesion to 
the system of the past is really an out- 
worn policy, that adhesion to the past is 
a thing that cannot go on, that something 
new must be devised, some new plan 
invented. When that plan is devised 
and invented, the least we can do, the 
smallest tribute we can pay to the warm- 
hearted wishes of those who only desire 
closer union with us, will be to give some 
consideration to their reiterated demands 
for closer commercial union. 


THE CHANCELLOR oF THE EX. 
CHEQUER (Mr. AsquiTu, Fifeshire, E.) : 
I trust I shall not be thought wanting in 
respect to the many admirable speeches 
which have been made on both sides of 
the House in the course of this debate if 
I venture to say that its practical interest, 
in the stage which this controversy has 
now reached, is narrowed down to a 
single point—namely, whether or not 
the Party who sit opposite are at last 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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definitely, and as a Party, committed to 
protection. The Amendment which we 
are ostensibly discussing is drawn like so 
many of its predecessors—and it is quite 
worthy to take a place in the long series 
of official, or quasi-official, declarations of 
fiscal policy which have proceeded from 
those right hon Gentlemen during the 
last four years—it is so drawn that, 
according to the mind or the taste of the 
person who reads it, it can be construed 
to mean anything in the world, or 
nothing at all. The views of the right 
hon. Gentleman who moved it yesterday, 
although they were not ostentatiously 
obtruded in the speech which he 
delivered, are perfectly well known, and 
to do him justice they have never been 
concealed. But, though [ am afraid the 
right hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down will accuse me either of a deficiency 
in common intelligence or of a want of 
care and attention in reading his public 
utterances, and I would plead guilty to 
the first much sooner than to the second, 
[ say that the state of his opinions was, 
until he rose just now, and I venture to 
say remains now that he has sat down, 
one of the most interesting and at the 
same time one of the most baffling 
psychological problems that have ever 
been known. The right hon. Gentleman 
tells us to-day, not for the first time, that 
he is not a protectionist. [An Hon. 
Member: “Hear, hear.”| That was very 
faint applause. He is not protectionist ; 
yet let me console those Gentlemen who 
were silent just now; although not 
protectionist, no one has ever shown 
himself more sensitive, or J think I may 
say more copiously alive, to the infinite 
imperfections of what we call free trade. 
The right hon. Gentleman, in fact, has 
succeeded in a feat which to any one of 
less intellectual dexterity than himself I 
should have thought impossible, the feat 
at one and the same time, without 
apparently any sense either of logical or 
dialectical incongruity, of repudiating 
protection and denouncing free trade. _1, 
like so many of my friends, may not be 
endowed with those special interpretative 
faculties which are necessary for the 
purpose of piercing the true and inner 
meaning of the right hon. Gentleman's 
declarations, but I am as much in the 
dark at this moment as I have ever been 
as to what is the definite and_ specific 
policy he proposes to this House. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman ‘tells us he has 
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not changed his opinions ; well, 1 dare- | 
He tells us that he has | 


say he has not. 
long thought and often said that matters 


{14 May 1907} 


have changed so much in the tariff system | 


of the world since the days of Sir Robert 
Peel that the argument for free trade 
which was then, or might have been, 
presented as a thoroughly sound argument 
is no longer valid. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
“Free imports.”| Well, what I call free 
trade and shall continue to call free trade. 
The right hon. Gentleman must forgive 
me for saying that he is_ entirely 
wrong. In the first place, in point 
of factc—I am speaking now from memory, 
but lam pretty sure [ am accurate—the 
tariff walls which British trade had to 
surmount in the time of Sir Robert Peel 
were higher than any corresponding walls 
they have to surmount to-day. And in 
the second place, so far from Sir Robert 
Peel, or any intelligent’ supporter of Sir 
Robert Peel, thinking that his advocacy 
of free trade was in any way dependent 
upon the breaking down of those tariff 
walls, he expressly, in advance, repudiated 
more than once any such view. This is 
a false view of history which is so current 
that I will not apologise to the House for 
troubling them with two or three quota- 
tions from Sir Robert Peel himself, 
short and very much to the point. In 
1846 he said— 

“In making this great reduction on the 
import of articles from foreign countries, I have 
no guarantee to give you that other countries 
will immediately follow our example.” 


[Interruption.] Yes, but let the hon. 
Member wait. Late in the same year, 
on resigning office, Sir Robert Peel said— 

“T trust that the new Government will not 
resume the policy which they and we found so 
inconvenient—namely, haggling with foreign 
countries instead of taking that independent 
course which we believe to be conducive to 
our own interests.” 


Three years later, when experience had 
already shown that foreign countries were 
not going, to any considerable extent at 
any rate, to relax their tariff system, 
speaking in this House on 6th July, 
1849, he used these memorable words 

“YT maintain that the best way to compete 
with hostile tariffs is to encourage free 
imports.” 


That was the doctrine of Sir Robert Peal, 
and it has been the doctrine of every 
free-trader who understood the meaning 
of free trade. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR dissented, and 
mentioned the French Treaty. 


Mr. ASQUITH : I think I can demon- 
strate to the right hon. Gentleman that the 
French ‘treaty and everything connected 
with it was a policy perfectly consistent 
with that. So much for that point. The 
right hon. Gentleman has also told us 
that he is in favour now, as he always 
has been, of Colonial preference; but 
what does he mean by Colonial pre- 
ference? That is what he has never 
told us. Colonial preference clearly does 
one thing which, in his view of free 
trade, in his comparatively modest view 
of free trade, it ought not to do, it diverts 
the natural course of trade. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR dissented. 
Mr. ASQUITH: What good, then, is 


going to do? 


co 


i 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to say that the course of trade was not 
natural, that it was diverted by duties, 
and that he wished to get it nearer the 
natural channel. 


Mr. ASQUITH: That explanation, I 
think, may be left to speak for itself. 
If hon. Gentlemen like, I will pursue the 
subject. I said that unquestionably it 
would divert the course of trade, and the 
whole object of it is that it should. In 
other words, instead of getting, as we do 
now, our supply from every available 
source in the world, the foreigner would 
be penalised as compared with the 
Colonial producer, and therefore the 
natural course of trade would be turned 
into another channel. I do not know 
any other meaning that can be attached 
to it. But the right hon. Gentleman 
added that we ought not to be too 
pedantic, that even if there was a small 
protective element in these preferential 
duties we might regard it as the first 
step, at any rate, towards free trade 
within the Empire. ‘That brings me to 
an argument used, I think, by my right 
hon. friend the Member for St. George’s 
last night, quoting the Under-Secretary 


| for the Colonies, who had expressed 


pleasure at the conclusion of preferential 
arrangements as between the different 
Colonies themselves. When two Colonies 
which are protective countries enter into 


| a preferential arrangement the one with 
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the other, that undoubtedly is a step, | 
slight, may be, but still a step, in the 
direction of freer trade. Of course, a | 
free trade country like this would not | 
withhold its pleasure from such an | 
arrangement. 


But when you ask us to | 
come in, exactly the contrary takes place ; | 
instead of taking down a stone or two 
from the walls which already exist, if we | 
enter into this preferential arrangement 
with them we are to build up for the 
first time as against the foreigner a wall 
which has no existence at all. The right 
hon. Gentleman tells us that two new | 
factors have recently come into view 
which have had a great influence, at any 
rate in his mind—the Budget and the 
Colonial Conference. As regards the 
Budget, I wish I could think that it was 
so startling in its originality that it could 
have produced the same effect on the 
mind of the right hon. Gentleman as I 
think the reading of Hume produced on 
the mind of Kant, and have awakened him 
from what I would call his undogmatic 
slumber. But I cannot claim for it any 
such title, anxious as I am in my parental 
solicitude to magnify its importance in 
every possible way. I commended the 
proposals of the Budget to the House, 
and still commend them, not merely on 
their own merits, but because I believe 
they open and clear the way to larger 
and better things in the near future. But 
the Budget involves no departure in point 
of principle from preceding Budgets, and 
yet I observe it is treated by the right 
hon. Gentleman and his colleagues us 
though it were in some way or other a 
practical confession for the first time that 
our fiscal system—free trade—has broken 
down, or is on the point of breaking 
down. I cannot understand that argu- 
ment at all. I said the exact contrary. 
In my Budget speech I never said that 
we had reached, and I do not believe that | 
we have reached, the limit, or anything 
hke the limit, of our possible taxation. 
And when I spoke of setting aside a 
modest nucleus of some £2,250,000 or 
£2,500,000, I never said that that was 
the whole sum we hoped to have available. 
[ am not to be tempted into giving a 
forecast of what next year’s Budget will 
be; but I said that we should start with 
so much to the good, and that is some- | 
thing gained. It is said that we can only 
produce this revenue by a system of bad 
taxes ; but all taxes are bad — it is only 
a question of degree. The exact effect | 
Mr. Asquith. 
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of the income-tax at ls. in the pound 
will be this. If you take into account 
the number of persons who benefit by the 
existing scales of abatement, and those 
who will benefit by the 3d. differential 
rate of computation, you will find that 
out of an estimated total of 1,025,000 
income-tax payers some 920,000 will pay 
less than the 1s. in the pound. If you 
aggregate the amount of income assessed 
to income-tax before deductions and abate- 
ments at £770,000,000, and the estimated 
yield at £31,250,000, the average rate 
per pound that will be paid on the yield 
will not be more than 9#d. in the pound, 
So that I am giving relief to 920,000 
income-tax payers, and the average rate 
will not be more than 9d. in the 
pound. I now come to the proposition 
that we should broaden our basis of taxa- 
tion. | assert that, in any intelligible sense 
of the word, the basis of taxation in this 
country is as broad as, and I believe it to 
be broader than that of any other country 
in the world. It consists, first of all, of 
taxes upon necessaries, next, of taxes 
upon the simpler luxuries and alcoholic 
drinks and tobacco, and finally, of taxes 
upon income and property. You cannot 
make a system of taxation very much 
broader than that, and the confusion 
of thought consists in confounding the 
number of persons and interests over 
whom taxation is spread with the 
multiplicity in the number aud_ variety 
of things in regard to which taxes are 
levied. We have had practical experience 
of what the right hon. Gentleman calls 
broadening the basis of taxation in the 
past in this country. Sir Robert Peel 
found a tariff covering a very large 
number of commodities. What was the 
result of practical experience upon that 
broad basis? The result was it hampered 
all trade, it encouraged evasion, produced 
incalculable friction and constant intrigu- 
ing on the part of competitive interests, 
and a large and unnecessary rise of price 
to the consumer, and, finally, an inelastic 
revenue to the State. It was abandoned, 
not in deference to any dogma or theory 
of free trade, but because in practical 
experience it was found to be injurious 
to the country. Then we had the 
experiment made a few years ago by 
Sir Michael Hicks Beach. What has 
become of that? Sir Michael Hicks 
Beach was a free-trader, and I doubt 
whether he would have tried that 
experiment at all if he had not been in 
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urgent need of revenue for the purpose | 
of the war. Finding himself in need of 
war capital, he divided his war taxes 
into two categories—temporary and 
permanent. The permanent taxes were 
the corn tax, the coal tax, and the sugar 
tax. What has been their history ? The 
corn tax lived precisely twelve months, 
when it was repealed by the very Cabinet 
who had levied it. The coal duty suffered 
its death blow at my hands last year ; 
but whatever Government had been in 
power—Liberal or Conservative, free 
trade or protectionist—that coal tax 
could not possibly have survived for 
more than another year. I remember 
very well that in the stress, or | might 
say the agony, of the general election 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham made a declaration 
of great interest to the mining industry, 
that if the late Government had remained 
in power this tax would have been 
abolished. The only tax that remains 
then is the sugar duty, and there is a 
consensus of opinion in all quarters of 
the House that it should be diminished, 
or, as I think, when the time arrives, 
entirely removed. So that I venture to 
say, whether in the remote past or 
in the recent past, attempts to broaden 
the basis of taxation have not had a 
happy experience and should not be 
repeated. Then as to the statement that 
new light had been thrown on the matter 
by the Colonial Conference, I fail to see 
where the novelty comes in. Everybody 
knew before the Colonial Premiers came 
here that the self-governing Colonies bad 
ether put into operation, or else offered 
to do so, preferential tariffs in favour of 
British trade. These tariffs vary very 
much in their nature and value. The 
Canadian and the South African tariffs 
are relatively wide in their scope and 
substantial in the preferences they give. 
The New Zealand tariff affects only 20 
per cent. of our imports into that Colony. 
The Australian tariff has never yet come 
into operation, because the Bill had to 
be reserved. Let me say here that | 
quite agree with what Mr. Deakin said at 
the Conference that it was intended to 
he but a forerunner, and therefore it 
would not be fair to take it as represent- 
ing the final form the Australian offer 
may ultimately take. But this Aus- 
tralian tariff will apply to only 8 per 
cent. of the total importation of the 
United Kingdom produce into Australia, 
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and it will only apply then if we accept 
a condition, which I do not believe the 
people of this country will ever accept, 
namely, that these goods shall be carried 
only in British ships manned only by 
white labour. Everybody knew that 
these tariffs existed, and everybody knew 
also that all these tariffs are so contrived 
that under them British manufacturers 
have ne chance of any sort of competing 
on level terms in the Colonial markets 
with native producers. I do not com- 
plain of that; I said so at the Con- 
ference. On the contrary, I said— 

“We have given you {fiscal autonomy, and 
we should be madmen if we attempted to 
interfere with your full exercise of it. You 
are just as mach entitled as we are to 
freedom in fiscal ideas.” 

We have no right to complain, and they 
would be acting like fools—flying in the 
teeth of the very economic system they 
have adopted—it they let us, the most 
enterprising manufacturing nation in the 
world, undermine their native industries. 
Everybody knew all that before the 
Premiers arrived. Everybody knew, 
too, that the electors of the United 
Kingdom had by an _ unexampled 
majority, after a controversy prolonged 
for three years, in which every aspect of 
the matter had been exhaustively re- 
viewed in every town and in every 
hamlet—[OpposiTION cries of “Oh, oh,” 
and MINISTERIAL cheers|—the electors of 
this country had by that unexampled 
majority declared that they were not 
going to change our fiscal system or 
abandon free trade. [OPPOSITION cries 
of “Oh,” and renewed MINISTERIAL 
cheers.|_ Therefore, I do not understand 
what is the new fact which has been 
brought home to the right hon. Gentle- 
man by the Colonial Conference, and 
which was not common knowledge before 
any Premier left his own shore. But we 
sat for five days discussing these matters 
in the frankest and _ fullest fashion. 
They spoke very plainly to us and 
we spoke very plainly to them. 
I am quite certain that, notwithstanding 
the mischievous and unscrupulous activity 
of the baser section of the protectionist 
Press, who have shrunk from no kind of 
imagination and of innuendo for the 
purpose of creating bad blood between 
the Mother Country and the Colonies in 
the hope that, peradventure, they might 
in that way manufacture a little dirty 
political capital—I say again what is 
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absolutely free from doubt, and I am 
sure every one of my friends, for so I 
will call the Colonial Premiers, will agree 
with me, that after this full and frank and 
candid, but at the same time most cordial, 
interchange of opinion, although we 
agreed to differ, we rose from that table 
better friends than when we sat down. 
That is the only new fact, so far as I know, 
that has come into view. I come now 
to the practical conclusion of the whole 


matter. What is it that you want us to 
do? What is it you want the House of 


Commons to affirm! Surely not the 
principle that was put forward by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for St. 
George’s last night, which I think was 
given only some faint countenance by the 
right hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down, that we should give the Colonies 
a preference on our existing duties. 
What possible good would that do to the 
Colonies? To some of them it would 
make no difference of any sort or kind ; 
to none of them would it be any appreci- 
able material advantage. We hear about 
Cape wine. I am speaking from memory, 
but I think the exports of Cape wine to 
this country are valued at £8,000 a year. 
I hope it will grow very much ; it was 
once much larger than it is now. But it 
is now only £8,000. This proposal would 
only affect a little part of South Africa. 
What about the sheep farmers and 
other persons engaged in agricultural 
pursuits chroughout South Africa, who 
would obtain no advantage of any sort or 
kind from our tampering with the wine 
duty ? It is a very good object lesson as 
to the way these things are apt to work 
out. For the sake of giving a preference | 
to this small industry we are to revise | 
our wine scale and impose differential | 
duties against France and Germany, and | 
possibly—I am not sufficiently informed | 
as to the alcholic strength of the wines | 
of Spain—against Spain and Portugal | 
also. The thing is not worth thinking | 
about ; everybody knows it is not. It is 
all very well to say it cannot do very 
much harm even if it does not do very 
much good. At any rate, it concedes 
the whole principle. When you have 
once granted preference in regard to 
existing duties, you have no longer an 
answer to the demand for that other 
from of preference which consists of the 
imposition of new duties. I venture to 
say that you are asking for something 
which is of no value to you but which to 


Mr. Asquith. 
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us would invelve the sacrifice of the whole 
of those principles in which we believe, 
Only one thing remains. As I have 
said over and over again, I am sorry to 
have to repeat it, it may be for the 
thousandth time—and this is where | 
complain of the right hon. Gentleman, 
for he will not bring his mind to the 
concrete facts of the case—you cannot 
give an effective or even an approxi- 
mately just preference to the Colonies 
unless you impose discriminating duties 
against foreign food and foreign raw 
material. There is no way under 
Heaven by which the thing can be done 
except by adopting one, and I will say 


both, of those two expedients. And 
this Amendment to the Bill which 
has been moved from that Bench, 


although we have not heard a single 
right hon. Gentleman who has ventured 
to adopt that construction of it, is open 
to no other construction in the mind of 
any intelligent man. If this Amendment 
were carried the Colonial Premiers could 
go home and say, “The House of Com- 
mons has in effect conceded everything 
we went to England to ask for.” There- 
fore the sum and substancce of the whole 
matter is that nader the guise of this 
Amendment—although the right hon. 
Gentleman who supported it was very 
gingerly in coming to close quarters with 
its practical application—the House is 
being asked tc-night to reverse the 
verdict that was given by the country at 
the last general election, to be false to 
the pledges which the vast majority of us 
gave to our constituents, and to take 
steps towards undermining the free trade 
system of this country. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry) wished to know whether the 
right hon. Gentleman, when he accused 
a section of the Press of attempting to 
create bad blood between the Mother 
Country and the Colonies, had forgotten 
the action of his own Party at the time of 
the general election in regard to Chinese 
labour and the alleged slavery in regard 
to it. He thought it was a pity that he 
did not address to his own friends the 
little lecture he had given to the Oppo- 
sition that evening. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that there was 
nothing new about this question of 
Colonial favour or preference, and 
that everybody knew that the Colonies 
had either given us a_ preference 





~~ 


eh Oo @& ae & ete 20 & me tee em 


)s- 
he 
ed 

to 
er 
en 

of 
se 
rd 
he 
he 
po- 
ym. 
yas 

of 
nd 
ies 

10 





B57 Finance 


or had made us the offer to do so. | 
Ii everybody knew that why had | 
every speaker on the other side gone 
about the country saying that there 
had been no offer? In this debate, 
moreover, nearly every speaker on 
the other side and certainly the official 
speakers had tried to shift the onus 
of drawing up an alternative Budget 
on to the Opposition, but he thought 
the justification for the Amendment lay 
in the fact that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had introduced into his 
Budget this year a new principle. This 
was a Budget, they were told, not 
for one year but for several years, 
and in order to buy off opposition 
to it the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had made a very vague and _inde- 
finite offer about old age pensions. 
That promise, if it was to be fulfilled, | 
could only be fulfilled by some increase 
of taxation, and if the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was going to redeem his | 
promises in regard to future years he | 
should provide the means of carrying | 
them out, and when he made such 
promises he should say how he intended | 
to carry them out on our present basis 
of taxation. He challenged the right 
hon. Gentleman to say how he intended 
to carry out his promise with regard to 
old age pensions. The Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer had stated that next year 
there would be two and a half or two 
and three-quarter millions for old age 
pensions, but it had been pointed out 
to him that some £650,000 would 
be due to Ireland and £150,000 to 
Jamaica, They were also told that there | 
were going to be subsidies given to the 
shipping lines to the Colonies, and the 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to have 
entirely left out of account the automatic 
increase of the Civil Service, an increase 
which this year had amounted to 
£650,000. That left very little indeed 
for a nucleus for a scheme of old age 
pensions next year, and it all de- 
pended upon the right hon. Gentle- 
man having as prosperous a_ year 
as he expected whether he would 
be able to carry out his promise. 
That, however, was a matter of some 
question. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be right in his forecast. 
If hon. Members opposite came down like 
the President of the Board of Education 
had done and said that the one idea of 
himself and his Party was to relieve the | 
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poor and to take off taxation from the 
shoulders of those who felt it most, 
he would like to know why neither in 
this year’s Budget nor in last year’s 
Budget any effort had been made in the 
direction of relieving those who felt most 
the burden of taxation. True it was that 
last year a 1d. was taken off the tea duty, 
but they were told this year that that was 
no use, and that unless they reduced the tea 
duty by 2d. the money went into the 
pocket of the tea dealer. If that was so, 
the 1d. remission of last year was useless 
and nothing had been done this year. 
Therefore he did not think it lay in the 
mouths of hon. Members opposite to talk 
about relieving those who were the most 
heavily taxed portion of the com- 
munity. Several strong speeches had 
been made in which was repeated the old 
maxim that if they were going to make 
a reduction in direct taxation it ought to 
be accompanied by some concurrent re- 
duction in indirect taxation. The indirect 
taxpayers had not, however, had any 
relief, and he did not see the slightest 
chance of their getting it unless they had 
from those who were responsible for the 
finance of the country some new form of 
Budget. They had had suggestions from 
various parts of the House as to objects 
for which additional funds were required, 
but there had not been from any respon- 
sible person a single suggestion as to how 
those objects were to be carried out. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said that 
some day he was going to take off the 
sugar duty if it was possible to do so, but 
had not said how it was to be done. There 
were a good many Members of the House 
who would like to see more money 
spent on education, especially in regard 
to providing for secondary educa- 
tion out of the taxation of the 
country. Last year the zeal of His 
Majesty’s Government was so great that 
they said that this year they were 
prepared to spend £1,000,000 under 
what they called an Education Bill. 
Now that education was separated from 
the process of destroying religious teach- 
ing in the schools, not one penny could 
be found for education. What was pro- 
posed in this Budget would stand for all 
time in front of any chance education 
might have in the future. Again, people 
could only be brought back to the land, and 
those who were now there kept there, 
with the assistance of public money. By 
the suggestion that local taxation grants 
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would not increase but probably diminish, 
the £3,000,000, which, according to the 
report of the Local Taxation Committee, 


ought to come out of the public purse in | 


order to adjust the unfair burden of 


local taxation, would be prevented fiom | 
reaching the pockets of those who ought | 


to be relieved. 
what possible opportunity they would 


Therefore he failed to see | 


have of carrying out a feasible scheme of | 


bringing the people back to the land if 
they were to be constantly told there 
was no money to be had from the Exche- 
quer and that everything had been 
promised for old age pensions. Whether 
the right hon. Gentleman was going to 
adopt the suggestion of the hon. Member 
for Leicester, who said that our system of 
taxation ought to be that of a pyramid 
standing on its apex, or that of the hon. 
Member for North Paddington, who pro- 
posed to get over the whole difficulty by a 
largely graduated income-tax, or whether 
he inclined to the idea that the only 
method of securing reforms that all re- 
quired was by dropping a battleship, or 
so many regiments, each year off the 
estimates, the country ought to be told 
how he proposed to carry out his scheme. 
If the right hon. Gentleman proposed to 
budget in advance he surely ought to 
say what he intended to do to find the 
money. 


*Mr. MOND (Chester) said he desired 
at the outset to apologise to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for St. 
George’s division. When he interrupted 
the right bon. Gentleman, as he thought 
at the right hon. Gentleman’s desire, and 


said he thought it was fortunate that the | 


right hon. Gentleman was not in business, 
he did not wish in any way to reflect 
upon his mental capacity, but only to 
imply, when the right hon. Gentleman 
challenged business men to deny a pro- 
position that he made, that though the right 
hon. Gentleman might be an eminent 
statesman, he would be a very poor man 
of business. The House had listened to 
a most eloquent, inspiring, and orator- 
ical speech from the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition. He 
had listened to that speech with great 
interest and delight and had sympathised 


very much with the right hon. Gentleman | 


in one way. He had been unfortunately 


misunderstocd with regard to fiscal policy , 


not only on the Government. but on the 
Oppositicn side of the House. 


Mr. Liidgeman. 


He 
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Fill. 


had never seen himself that the right 
hon. Gentleman had changed his views 
from the moment he began to explain 
them. The right hon. Gentleman was a 
philosopher and an economist. He saw 
the evils or the wants of free trade and 
the heresies of protection, and walked 
gingerly between the two in a manner 
which satisfied neither his friends nor his 
opponents. That was a characteristic of 
the right hon. Gentleman. He remem- 
bered speaking io one of the electors of 
Manchester shortly after the last election 
and that gentleman said of their late 
representative that if he had been a good 
free trader they might have got him in, 
and if he had been a good protectionist 
they might have got him in; but the 
people of Manchester would not vote for 
a metaphysical abstraction. He felt for 
the right hon. Gentleman, because he 
himself had taken an interest in meta- 
physics, but he hoped that in time the 
right hon. Gentleman would convince and 
convert his right hon. friend the Member 
for East Worcestershire, who was now 
leading the tariff reform party, that there 
was no occasion for the valentine letters, 
which, according to the right hon. Gentle 
man, need never have been written; 
that the Party opposite were quite a 
happy family if he would only give up 
repeating economic views which nobody 


560 


could follow. He was grateful not 
to hear from him that the foreigner 
was going to pay the tax, and 


that the policy of the Tariff Reform 
League, with all its speeches, pamph- 
lets, letters, and machinery, was never 
adopted by the right hon. Gentle- 
man ; that he was a good free trader at 
heart to-day ; and that it was only with 
the soft hand that he inflicted wounds 
on her he loved to assuage the anger 
of the ravening wolf of tariff reform. 
He, however, quarrelled very seriously 
with the right hon. Gentleman's definition 
of free trade. A free trader believed 
that it was not the function of the State, 
by means of tariffs or duties on imports, 
to interfere with the industries of the 
country. <A. protectionist believed that 
it was the function of the State to do so, 
and to develop the interests of some 
industries at the expense of others. 
That was a gocd definition of the two 
principles, though he did not deny that 
much might be said in favour of both 
policies. He had read a most interesting 
book by a German protectioni-t who, 
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however, did not say the foreigner was 
eoing to pay the tax. That gentleman 
said Germany must protect her agricul- 
ture because they wanted to keep the 
people on the soil and wanted soldiers ; 
that they must decrease the imports of 
manufactured goods because they were 
parasites on the industry of the country. 
That was a logical argument which they 
could follow; but here there was the 
same kind of argument used again and 
again about the foreigner paying 
the tax, providing revenue while ex- 
cluding foreign goods, and it was 
all to be done by the same duty. 
So long as they went on one duty they 
could not do it. If they really believed 
in stopping the imports of manufactured 
goods, why did not they advocate the 
passing of a short Act prohibiting their 
importation? Why should they follow 
the hideous traditions of other countries / 
Let them look at what happened in 
America. The right hon. Gentleman 
was not a protectionist, and never was, 
nor was America protectionist. The first 
American tariff was put on for revenue 
purposes simply at the time of the 
American war. But when the war came 
to an end the manufacturers who had 
grown rich under the tariff remained and 
the tariff was revised ; all the protectionist 
portions of it were extended and the 
revenue parts of it were diminished. 
Ever since then there had been a continual 
see-saw, sometimes there was a high tax 
on pig iron and a low tax on wool, some 
times a high tax on wool and a low tax 
on pig iron. £30,000,000 the American 
steel trust drew from the American 
people every year because of the Ameri- 
can tariff. He made a serious appeal to 
hon. Members opposite. He asked them 
to read the history of the American, or 
any other tariff, and to read of “ Pig Iron 
Kelly” and others who had built up 
those tariffs, and then say whether 
they wanted to repeat that sort of thing 
in the House of Commons; whether 
they wished to come there to represent 
the interests of the British nation, or that 
of pig iron or some other industry. Hon. 
Members opposite said that such things 
would not oceur in this country ; but 
that had been said by every one of 
these people, all of whom had been 
dragged down into the pit. And as 
those people had been dragged down, so 
should they all, if protection once came 
into that House. It was_ irresistible. 
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They should come to that House session 
after session, and discuss high and low 
tariffs and duties, or no duty, on wool, and 
matters of that kind. Let them go to 
Germany, and see how the agricultural 
party raised the price of agricultural pro- 
duce, with the result that the people were 
starved because of the bargains made in 
the lobbies—* Vote for a higher duty on 
iron and we will vote for a higher duty 
on corn.” We were pure in our politics 
in this country in a way they were not 
pure in any other country in the world, 
but if protection was once again intro- 
duced the same jobbery would go on here 
that went on in America. One of the 
leading statesmen of Australia, Senator 
Edward Pulsford, said— 

‘If supporters of preference in the United 
Kingdom could but know how they have 
strengthened the barriers that exelnde British 
goods in Australia, and probably throughout 
the world they would feel both sorry and 
ashamed.” 


That was from one of the leading and 
responsible statesmen of Australia. All 
that the tariff reformers were doing, in 
advocating preference with the best 
motives, was to encourage the protec- 
tionists of Australia to help to exclude 
those goods which they wished to see 
admitted. In that House they might 
discuss this subject in a more or less states- 
manlike way. But let them go out to the 
public platforms, during any by-election, 
and what did the issue come to? There 
was only one issue that the people would 
listen to, and that was free trade or 
protection. Before that issue all the 
beautiful shades of meaning of the 
Leader of the Opposition disappeared. 
For the people there was only the brutal 
and naked fact which they fought against 
years ago, and which they would fight and 
defeat again. He had taken the trouble to 
get together some figures with regard to 
this matter in reply to the argument of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that the exports 
to our Colonies had increased much more 
largely than to foreign countries. That 
statement was a mistake. ‘The export of 
manufactured goods to agricultural and 
non-agricultural countries had increased 
more rapidly than the exports of manu- 
factured goods to self-manufacturing 
countries. That was pretty obvious. 
He had taken 1898 and 1905 ; there was 
no trick about the years he had chosen. 
In the period from 1898 to 1905, the 
exports to the Argentine Republic had 
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grown by £7,571,065; to Canada by | 


£6,592,259 ; to Australia by £530,218 ; 
to New Zealand, by £2,529,180 ; and to 
India by £13,998,219. Those were our 
total exports. He never made fancy dis- 
tinctions between manufactured articles 
and other things; our business was 
to sell what people wanted to buy 
and to receive the money for them. 
The man who worked in the mine, who 
produced iron ore, or coal, did not pause 
to consider whether the article was 
highly finished ; he was content if he got 
his money on the Saturday. The figures 
which he had quoted showed an increase 
of our exports of 120 per cent. in the 
case of the Argentine; 90 per cent. 


Canada; 3 per cent. Australia; 50 
per cent. New Zealand and 80 per 


cent. India. We had £300,000,000 
worth of capital in the Argentine which 
was really an English Colony in all 
except nationality. Were the tariff re- 
formers going to interfere with that ? Let 
them take Germany. To that country 
from 1898 to 1905, we had increased our 
exports by over £9,410,599—as much as 
the whole of the self-governing Colonies 
put together; to Italy by £3,502,341 ; 
and to Japan by £4,734,750. Where did 
they find the confirmation of the wonderful 
statement that our exports to foreign 
countries were diminishing year by vear ? 
He wished some of the gentlemen who 
made such statements would look into the 
figures, or go to the big houses in Man- 
chester, Liverpool, and London, and ask 
the merchants whether they found their 
statements to be the fact. Our exports 
to Germany had increased in the period 
stated by 25 per cent. ; to Italy by 50 per 
cent. ; and to Japan by 90 percent. We 
were not only holding our own, but 
were gaining every day. To enable us 
to continue gaining, he would say to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, “ For goodness’ sake 
leave us untouched.” As a man respon- 
sible to many thousands of shareholders, 
for many million pounds’ worth of capital, 
and for the welfare of many thousands 
of English workmen, he begged hon. 
Members opposite not to shackle their 
hands and feet by trying to assist them 
in their industry. If they tried to assist 
them they would make a complete and 
hopeless mess of it. Let them settle this 
as business men. If they interfered with 
commerce they would do much more 
harm than good. He wished to quote a 


Mr. Mond. 
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few words about Colonial preference or 
Imperial reciprocity — 

“This proposal requires that we should 

abandon our system in favour of theirs, and it 
is in effect that while the Colonies should be 
left absolutely free to impose what protective 
duties they please, both upon foreign imports 
and upon British commerce, they should be 
required to make a small discrimination in 
favour of British trade, in return for which we 
are expected to change our whole system, and 
impose duties on fuod and raw material. Well, 
I express again my own opinion, when I say 
that there is not the slightest chance that in 
any reasonable time this country, or the 
Parliament of this country, would adopt so 
one-sided an agreement. The foreign trade of 
this country is so large and the Colonial trate 
so small, that a small preference given to us 
upon that foreign trade by the Colonics would 
make so trifling a difference.” 
Those were the words of the right hou. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham, speaking at the Canada Club in 
1896. On many other occasions the 
right hon. Gentleman had spoken with 
great force and vigour and _ truth, 
and he regretted that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not maintained the sound 
opinion which he then expressed. Again, 
speaking at Manchester in 1897, the 
right hon, Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham said— 

** Anything in the direction of an Imperial 

Commercial League would weaken the Empire 
internally and excite the permanent hostility 
of the whole world. It would check the free 
import of the food of the people. It is im- 
practicable, but if it were practicable and done 
in the name of Empire, it would make the 
Empire odious to the working people, it would 
combine the world against us, we would be a 
cause of imitation.” 
He asked the House to realise what 
those words meant. Somebody would 
tell the millions outside that Empire 
meant dear bread and dear meat, and 
did they think that would endear 
the Empire to the masses? As one who 
loved the Empire, he wanted to see it 
democratically upheld; and he protested, 
and would continue to protest, against 
the odious idea of putting into the minds 
of the democracy the idea that the 
Empire must necessarily mean dear food. 
A celebrated British statesman said— 

“It may be that I shall leave a name 
sometimes remembered with expressions of 
good-will in those places which are the abode 
of men whose lot it is to labour and to earn 
their daily bread by the sweat of their brow— 
a name remembered with expressions of good 
will when they shall re-create their exbausted 
strength with abundant and untaxed food, 
the sweeter because it is no longer leavened 
with a sense of injustice.” 
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Those were the words of Sir Robert 
Peel in the last speech he delivered in 
1846. Statues of Sir Robert Peel stood 
in the country with the inscription, “ He 
gave us free bread.” Did the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Worcestershire wish to be remembered 
by statues with the inscription, “He 
taxed the children’s bread?” If ever 
the Opposition were returned to 
power as tariff reformers he assured 
them that they would be fought by the 
free traders like Cobden and Bright 
fought them in the most gloomy days, 
ind they would go on fighting until this 


still the old corpse of the corn tax which 
had been dug up again, the stench of which 
made the people of this country ill, and 
which, if the hon. Gentleman opposite 
the earliest 


best reinter at possible 


opportunity. 


*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON 


had just spoken, was opposed to the 


fora moment or two the reasons which 
tad been put forward why the Amend- 
ment should not be accepted. The 
eason put forward by the Chancellor 
ft the Exchequer and the hon. Member 
for Leicester was that this was a chose 
gee. The answer to that contention 
ras in the speech of the hon. Member 
ior Chester. Fiscal reform was, he said, 
the one question which interested the 
yeople and upon which they still had an 
pen mind, It was, he said, a question 
pon which they wanted to have their 
ninds made up. 
tariff reformers were told that the people 
i this country would never buy social 


[ MINISTERIAL cries 
He wished to point 


fa tax upon food. 
{ “Hear, hear.”] 


‘0 sell it at the price of taxation on food. 
MINISTERIAL cries of ‘!Oh, oh.”] Was 
‘ugar not a food ? Upon that point the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was much 
viser than some of his followers, because 
vith his great dialectical skill he foresaw 
‘hat objection and said that his reason for 
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corpse of protection was buried again. | 
Itwas no use dressing up the old skeleton | 
in preference clothes, or hanging on it the | 
‘otems of the right hon. Gentleman the | 
Leader of the Opposition, because it was | 


aver wished to return to power, they had 


Lanarkshire, N.W.) said he gathered | 
that the hon. Member for Chester, who | 


Amendment, and he wished to examine | 


In the second place | 


‘form or old age pensions at the price | 


ut that the Government now proposed | 
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the retention of the sugar tax was that it 
was a war tax and no war tax ought to be 
abolished until the war indebtedness had 
been discharged. That was an ingenious, 
but unsound argument. Was the House 
aware that at that moment they were 
paying for the war indebtedness of the 
Crimean War and the French Wars? 
He did not suppose the right hon. 
Gentleman’s enthusiasm as a financial 
purist would carry him so far as to 
propose to return to the war taxation 
of those periods. Had hon. Members 
opposite ever thought how duties on 
sugar and corn were felt in practice ? 
A duty of 2s. per quarter on corn had 
been suggested. If such a duty were 
imposed it would be placed upon foreign 
corn, and Colonial corn would still con- 
tinue to come in on the same terms. 
That would be a duty which would be 
not universal but only partial in its ap- 
plication. However, he would concede 
for argument’s sake that the whole of 
such a tax would paid by the 
consumers in this country. What 
would it amount to? A duty of 2s. 


be 


upon corn represented something like 
7 per cent. upon the value of the 
article, whilst the duty upon sugar 


represented 35 per cent. He would for 
a jmoment consider the figures in regard 
to consumption. Roughly speaking, for 
the last ten years the people of this 
country consumed on an average six 
bushels of corn per head of the popula- 
tion, <A 2s, tax on corn upon six bushels 
amounted to 1s. 6d. per head per annum. 
The average consumption of sugar in this 
country was something like 85 lbs. per 
head of the population. Last year the 
average was over &7 lbs., but he would 
for the purposes of his argument place it 
at 80 lbs. That would amount ata half- 
penny per pound not to ls. 6d. but to 
3s. 4d. per head. There was a further 
question which arose out of this. If the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could not 


reduce the duty on sugar by _ half 
because the consumer would not get 
the benefit, and if the sugar duty 
meant a burden of 3s. 4d. per head 


ot the population, how was it if they 
were going to take off half of the sugar 
duty, which was ls. Sd. per head of 
the population, that that was going to 
be of no use to the consumer, while in 
the view of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
the consumer would be so vitally attected 
by a duty on corn when the taxation 
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would only amount to about 1s. 6d. per 
head of the population? The second 
contention he wished to deal with was 
the statement of the old doctrine that 
taxation ought to be levied only for 
revenue purposes. That article of the 
free trade creed was now renounced by 
the Free Trade Party. They had heard a 
good deal about the taxation of ground 
values, and everybody knew that a 
scheme of that kind was in the air, some- 
where between heaven and earth. Person- 
ally he had had some experience upon a 
Committee of inquiry into the question 
of ground values during the last year. 
The Committee of which he was 
a member, and also a previous Royal 
Commission, had reported that taxation 
of ground values could not be recom- 
mended because it would provide any 
very large hitherto untaxed source of 
revenue, but it was recommended because 
the majority of the Committee considered 


that it was likely to make some 
change in existing social conditions. 
That was imposing taxation not for 


revenue purposes, but for social purposes, 
and that was also the result of the 
suggestion made by the hon. Member for 
Leicester. Therefore the doctrine of 
taxation for revenue purposes only 
had gone by the board, and it was 
very doubtful whether it was ever 
seriously entertained by the Free Trade 
Party. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had spoken about Mr. Pitt as 
the father of income-tax, but exactly 
between Mr. Pitt’s first speech on the 
income-tax and the time the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke, Lord Beaconstield 
in the autumn of 1852 proposed a 
scheme of differentiation between earned 
and unearned incomes, which was almost 
precisely the same as that now proposed 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
That proposal was denounced by Mr. 
Gladstone and his Party, and the 
ment was thrown out of oftice on the 
introduction of that very scheme. When 
the President of the Board of Education 
said that differentiation of the income-tax 
was not likely to cripple its expansive 
power, he was going contiary not only 
to the belief of Mr. Gladstone, but to 
opipions which Mr. Gladstone succeeded 
in inculeating into a Cabinet. The doctrine 
of taxation for revenue purposes was not 
necessarily one which was adhered to 
by the Free Trade Party. Mr. Gladstone 
upon one celebrated occasion, in a Memo- 
Mr, Mitchell-Thomson. 


Govern- 
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randum, alluded to in that life of 
Mr. Gladstone which was written by the 
Secretary of State for India,7 recalled 
the fact that in 1843 he made strong 
speeches in favour of the extension of 
the system of colonial preference from 
Canada to the other Colonies of the 
Empire. He had one of Mr. Gladstone's 
speeches on that question in which he 
referred to the question of the extension 
of a preferential duty on corn between 
Canada and this country, and he said— 

“he believed that the exportation from Canada 
to England would give a great stimulus to the 
agriculture of the Colomes and be beneficial 
to the trade of both countries. At the same 
time it could not exert any injurious effect 
upon the productive industry of the English 
agriculturists. That was the kind of trade, 
independent of foreign countries, and mutually 
beneticial to two parts of the same Empire 
which could not be affected by hostile tariffs, 
which it was the duty of Parliament to 
encourage more than any other trade.” 


He commended that quotation to some 


hon. Members who admired Mr. Glad- 
stones principles so much but did 
not always follow in his footsteps. 


For that was the argument which was 
stated now by fiscal reformers. If 
they were going to raise the 
revenue, they could not do it hy contisea- 
tion pure and simple, and if they adhered 
to the present limited basis of taxation, 
then every day our system of taxation 
approximated more and more nearly to 


necessary 


confiscation. If they were going to raise 
the necessary taxation fairly, it could 


be done only by broadening the basis of 
taxation. He did not ask the House to 
take that from himself. The Under- 
Secretary for the Colonies in 1902, 
speaking on the problem of unem- 
i Sng in this country, said that— 
‘The only chance for the struggling millions 
of whom they read in Mr. Rowntree’s book, if 
ever they were to enjoy the bounties of nature, 
lay not in any soci ulistie system of taxation, not 
in any ¢ charitable e nterprise, or ¢ haritable im- 
munity from taxation, but solely and simply in 
effective scientific commercial deve lopment. 


He commended that opinion to hon. 
Members opposite. If they really believed 
that in the name of free trade they could 
resist the object which this Amendment 
put forward, and if they really held that 
taxation was never to be laid on with 


the view, or indeed witn the possi- 
bility, of benefiting British industry 
and furthering British commerce—if that 


¢ Morley’s “ Life of Gladstone,” vol. i., p. 255 
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was their conception of free trade, and 
if, as the Chancellor of the Exchequer said, 
free trade was to them the breath of 
life, all he could say was that the sooner 
they gave up the ghost the better. 


Mr. RENDALL (Gloucestershire, 
Thornbury) said the last speaker had 
quoted the opinions of certain  well- 
known men. He and his friends were 
not concerned to defend the opinions 
which were held and expressed at 
a time when the speakers had not 
advanced to that position of intellectual 
development which they afterwards 
achieved. The scientific and commercial 
development to which the Under-Secre- 
tary for the Colonies referred in the 
passage quoted by the hon. Member had 
nothing to do with protection. The 
business people who wanted scientific and 
commercial development were the last 
people in the world to want any sort 
of tariff interference with their business. 
The only result of that debate was to 
show once more to an astonished country 
that the Opposition were hopelessly 
divided as to what they meant and 
wanted, and that the only Party that 
had the faintest idea of what they meant 
were the Liberal Party. If that end had 
been served once more he thought there 
would be some advantage to the country 


from the debate. During the last 
Parliament the members of the then 


Opposition tried unsuccessfully to ascer- 
tain what were the opinions of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the City 
ot London in regard to free trade and 
protection, but now apparently the 
members of the present Opposition were 
anxious to know what his opinions were. 
Whether they were satisfied or not with 
the speech the right hon. Gentleman had 
that day delivered, it was not for him to 
say. He hoped that the hon. Member for 
Ludlow would have an opportunity of 
addressing the House and stating what 
he thought about his leader's opinions. 
From a speech delivered by the hon. 


Member some time ago they gathered | 


that he was unable to fathom what the 
opinion of his leader was. It would be in- 
teresting to know his opinion now. 


He | 


himself claimed no particular capacity to | 


interpret what the Leader of the Opposi- 
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tion had said on the question, but having | 
read his speeches and his pamphlet, and | 


having listened to his speech that day, he 


Pe ~ 
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was bound to say that he was quite 
unable to fathom what the right hon. 
Gentleman meant, or what his views 
were in regard to tariff reform. What 
were the right hon. Gentleman’s views 
in regard to duties on manufactured 
articles imported into this country, on 
raw materials, and on articles of food ? 
The right hon. Gentleman had gone out 
of his way to avoid the mention of the 
word food. These were points on which 
the House ought to have some informa- 
tion before voting on the Amendment, 
which seemed to be capable of an enor- 
mous number of different constructions. 
The Budget of this year was not a Budget 
of despair; it made a perfectly clear 
pronouncement that the first duty of 
this country was to lessen its debt. 
They knew also that it provided for 
the nucleus of a fund for old age pen- 
sions. It was not an_ electioneering 
Budget, it did not try to provide svcial 
reforms on credit and not for cash, and it 
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tried to meet obligations fairly and 
squarely. The important principle was 


acknowledged that there was to be a dif- 
ferentiation of the taxation of earned and 
unearned incomes. Some Colonials with 
whom he had recently been conversing 
told him that they had been struck with 
the extraordinary conditions in connec- 
tion with our factories and workshops. 
A lady said to him that she was surprised 
at the enormous number of hours shops 
were open in this country. He thought 
he might say without disrespect to those 
members of the Party opposite who 
represented capitalists and landowners 
that those conditions represented their 
profits in some measure, and that they 
had very strong reasons for trying to 
draw something across the path of pro- 
gress in that direction. Tkey were 
anxious to prevent changes in the law 
which would interfere with the profits 
which they derived under present condi- 
tions. Therefore, when social reforms were 
proposed, they were always told by the 
Opposition that the Empire was in danger. 
The present Government had come into 
power with an enormous majority after a 
direct fight mainly on the question of 
free trade. That battle having been 
fought and won, it ought to be regarded 
as completely settled during the present 
Parliament. He had during the last few 
weeks received from tariff reform organi- 
sations communications asking him to 
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support various proposals of colonial 
preference. 
quests that he should break the pledges 
which he gave to his constituents at the 


time of the election. 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of | 


the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means under 
Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding 
Was postponed without Question put. 


HUMBER CONSERVANCY BILL [Lorps]. 
(BY ORDER.) 
Second Reading deferred till Monday, 
27th May. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Postponed Proceeding on Amendment 
to Question, ‘ Th at the Bill be now read a 
second time :—’ 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the — “That,” to 
the end of the Question, and add the words 
‘in the opinion of this House, the financial 
needs of the country, as disclosed in the 
Budget statement of Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, require that the basis cf taxation 
should be broadened, in order that the 
anomalies and hardships inseparable from the 
present high rate of particular taxes may be 
diminished, the revenue necessary for the 
public service and for social reform raised with 
fairness to all classes of the community, and 
our fiscal system adapted to the present 
condition of national and imperial trade,” 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain)—instead thereof, 
—resumed. 


Mr. RENDALL, continuing his speech, 
said that it was not right that hon. Mem- 
bers should be asked to break the promises 
which they had made to their constituents. 
As regarded the Amendment generally, 
they all felt that it had been drafted to 
rope in certain Members of the Unionist 
Party ; but he could not help feeling that 
there were a good many Members on the 
other side of the House whose silence 
could not be construed otherwise than as 
indicating their opposition to the Amend- 
ment. He himself would have no 
hesitation in voting against it. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
that one hon. Gentlemen after another 
on the Ministerial side had impressed 
upon the House that we were a free trade 
country. The statement was absolutely 


Rendall. 
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These were practically re- | 
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untrue. The import duties on the 
necessaries and luxuries of the poor 


came to about £25,000,000 a year; 
how could that be called even free im- 
ports for the poor, let alone free trade? 
There were also many millions of money 
tuken every year in the excise duties on 
beer and spirits which were also largely 
used by the poor. On the hand, almost 
all our manufactured exports by which 
our working people’ earned _ their 
wages were very heavily taxed by other 
nations. Where, then, did the freedom 
of trade come in? He had never been 
able to make it out. If hon. Gentlemen 
Opposite were to say that our system was 
one of State aid to foreign countries, he 
thought they would be much nearer 
the truth. Under our present. sys- 
tem we were practically — giving 
foreign nations an advantage on manu. 
factured goods in our own market of about 
£12 in every £100 worth of goods which 
they sent to us. The reason was that 
our manufacturers had to pay in rates 
and taxes about £12 for every £100 of 
manufactured articles which they ex- 
ported, while we allowed all foreign 
goods to come into this country without 
paying one half-penny towards rates and 
taxes. He would like to ask if any one 
would deny that proposition. 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford) said that he would deny it. 


Mr. HUNT said he would vive the 
hon. Gentleman his chance after he had 
done. On the other hand, foreign 
nations made us pay a great deal more 
than the equal of their rates and taxes 
for the goods we sent to them, 
so that we paid not only our own 
rates and taxes but a great deal more 
than their rates and taxes, as well as for 
the goods which we sent to them. 
Let them take the carpet trade. The 
charge on our carpets was £72 on every 
£100 worth of carpets sent to America. 
The head of an old firm of carpet manu- 
facturers in his own constituency had told 
him that it was perfectly impossible to do 
trade with America now, unless they pro- 
duced some new kind of carpet the design 
of which they had invented, but which the 
American manufacturers had not yet 
learnt to make. American carpets were 
sold in Bridgnorth, one of the homes of 
the carpet trade, whilst workers in the 
carpet trade in that town were obliged 
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to be kept on short time. On the other 
hand, the Americans can send any 
number of £100 worth of their surplus 
carpets into this country without paying 
a halfpenny towards our rates and taxes, 
and, according to Mr. Carnegie’s state- 
ment in his address to the students at 
St. Andrews University in Scotland, 
surplus goods do not even pay rates and 
taxes in their own country because the 
extra amount made does not increase the 
numerous general charges. In the case 
of carpets America has not only kept our 
carpets out by her high duties, but in the 
early nineties gave a bounty on exported 
carpets, and the effect was that several 
firms in Kidderminster closed their 
works, many looms were broken up and 
sold out of the country, and carpet 
weavers who had been earning £3 a 
week were left to starve, or attempt to 
get work as ordinary labourers at less 
than a third of their former wages. He 
(Mr. Carnegie) pointed to the industry of 
agricultural implements and showed how 
the Americans had triumphed and beaten 
us in our own market, so that now one 
agricultural implement maker made more 
machines in America than are made in 
the whole of Great Britain. The same 
unfair disadvantages applied to agri- 
culture. Land in this country was 
heavily burdened by rates and taxes, and 
by death duties as well. When he was 
in America twenty-eight years ago he 
was told that, besides there being hardly 
any tax on the land, the work was done 
by niggers whose wages were much lower 
than those of agricultural labourers in this 
country. The farmers sent over their 
produce to this country, and also 
obtained preferential rates from our 
railway companies. Under those circum- 
stances, he did not think that agriculture 
could be expected to flourish in England. 
What was wanted was to help the agricul- 
turists and the agricultural labourers ; but 
it must be ona different system from that 
proposed by the present Government. 
Could anybody explain how it was that 
we should have in this country such a 
number of unemployed and unemploy- 
able men? As the hon. Member for 
Woolwich had said, if a man was out of 
work for so many months he became 
to a certain extent an unemployable. 
China and Japan were becoming great 
manufacturing countries, and we should 
have in the near future to face products 
of the cheap labour of those countries. 


{14 May 1907} 


Bill. 874 


Goods manufactured by means of thatcheap 
labour would soon be coming in free in 
increasing quantities. He would ask the 
Labour Party to bear in mind that in 
those countries a man worked for 8d. a 
day and a woman for 3d. or 5d. The 
supply of articles produced by means of 
that cheap labour was beginning to 
arrive already. He had recently bought 
in one of the best shops in London a 
Japanese table cloth, and he was told by 
the shopman that Chinese goods of a 
similar description were also coming in. 
It was by goods such as those that the 
Irish linen industry was being undersold. 
He would remind the House that the 


American Press had very strongly 
pressed upon the American people 
that if the scheme of the right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham came off it would do an 
enormous amount of harm to American 
trade and an enormous amount of good 
to British trade. Public men in America 
had also expressed the same opinion. 
The exchange of products benefited both 
buyer and seller, and there was a great 
difference between a home and a foreign 
market. With British home commerce 
both buyer and seller were Britons 
and both employed British workpeople ; 
with foreign commerce only one was a 
Briton and one employed British work- 
people. Hence home commerce was 
doubly profitable. But that = was 
not all. Our coal and machinery being 
sold to go abroad helped to develop 
foreign industries, and those industries 
in return produced goods which competed 
with our manufactures. If our coal and 
machinery were, however, sold at home 
they would assist in developing home in- 
dustries and in keeping our own workmen 
emploved. About fifty years ago we 
made more iron and steel, manufactured 
more machinery, and wove more cloth 
than all the rest of the world. At the 
present time we were beaten in 
two great industries by America and 
Germany. We were becoming more and 
more the exporters of raw material and 
partly manufactured goods, whilst other 
nations were more and more sending us 
their finished products. In consequence 
of that state of things our people 
suffered terribly from want of work. 
During the ten years ending 1905 
Germany took £63,000,000 in gold more 
from this country than we did from 
Germany. He could not help thinking 
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that this went to show why employment 
was so plentiful in Germany whilst we 
suffered so much from want of employ- 
ment in this country. Probably a large 
part of the £63,000,000 was spent in wages 
in Germany. From Great Britain, says 
the German official writer, Germany 
takes chiefly raw material and half 
finished. goods, so that Germany may 
manufacture them themselves; and he 
added that German raw produce and 
semi-crude materials are now only sent to 
Great Britain in a very limited degree. 
Hon. and right hon. Gentleman opposite 
are always taking about what they call 
our invisible exports, chiefly ships and in- 
vestments abroad. Mr. Perris, the present 
Secretary of the Cobden Club, had him- 
self pointed out that our capital and plant 
had been steadily flowing abroad for 
the last fifty years. No doubt our 
money and machinery went abroad, 
but it employed foreign labour in- 
stead of British labour, and, not only 
that, it often employed very cheap labour 
which competed with our industries and 
our workmen at home. People who 
called themselves free traders made a 
great point about our great shipping 
trade, but from the working man’s point 
ot view our shipping trade really did the 
donkey work for the other nations of the 
world and humped their zoods about. 
Even in that case we had to employ a 
number of foreign and Asiatic sailors, and 
he did not see where the benefit of that 
system came in. The President of the 
Board of Education told them yesterday 
that the poor paid enough in taxation. 
He should rather think they did. They 
paid an Empire tax of something about 
£25,000,000 a year upon the necessaries 
of life (if tobacco was to be counted a neces- 
sary, although it might perhaps be called 
a luxury). But, on the other hand, in 
the year 1906 there came into the 
country without paying a halfpenny of 
taxation such luxuries of the rich as 
ornamental feathers, silk manufactures, 
leather gloves, motor cars, fancy goods, 
musical instruments, toys and games, 
dressed skins and furs, and undressed 
skins and seal skins, excluding rabbit 
skins, to the value of £27,874,000. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could not 
put a halfpenny of taxation on these 
things, because it might help our people 
to get work and wages, and none of 
the money would come out of the 
pockets of the poor. The right hon. 


Mr. Hunt. 
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Gentleman said at Penzance in 1903 that 
the adoption of a tax of 2s. a quarter on 
corn would inflict a grievous burden on 
the poor ; yet that worked out at a tenth 
of a farthing on 10 lbs. of wheat. The 
right hon. Gentleman this year said that 
after a careful review of the existing 
circumstances in connection with the tea 
duty, the reduction of 1d. in the pound 
would be of no relief to the consumer, 
and that if the sugar duty were halved it 
would be no good to the great bulk of 
the consumers. So that while some- 
thing under a quarter of a farthing ona 
4-lb. loaf would be a grievous burden to 
the consumer, although about half the 
supply would be untaxed, and therefore 
there would be competition with an 
untaxed supply, the reduction of 1d, 
a pound of tea, in regard to which there 
could be no competition with an untaxed 
supply, would make no difference to the 
poor people this year, although it was a 
great deal of good to them last year ; and 
on sugar, which the right hon. Gentleman 
said was a food and a necessity of the 
poor, a reduction of a farthing a pound 
was no use. He supposed that they 
must remember that lawyers were 
educated, trained, and brought up to 
argue one day that black was white and 
the next day that white was black, but 
he really thought that the kind of argu- 
ment used by the Chancellor was a trifle 
overwarm for ordinary working people. 
The Government had lost a great oppor- 
tunity of consolidating the British Empire. 
They appeared to be so tied up with their 
gigantic election inexactitudes of big 
loaves and enslaved Chinamen, who, how- 
ever, could not be persuaded to leave their 
slavery ; and were so wedded to the old- 
fashioned, obsolete, out-of-date, wooden- 
headed, blind-eyed fallacies of Cobden- 
ism, that if they had their deserts 
they would go cown to history as 
the Ministry of inexactitudes, lawyers, 
and second-class parish councillors. 


*Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire) 
said the hon. Member for Ludlow usually 
managed to entertain the House, but he 
had omitted one point from his speech on 
this occasion. They would have liked to 
have heard from him his opinion of the 
speech of his leader so that they might 
know whether in his opinion his leader 
had toed the line. That at all events was 
the object of this Amendment. It was 
in order that the country might get to 
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know how the right hon. Gentleman 
stood with regard to this matter. He was 
mistaken as to our exports and imports. 
During the last three months our imports 
of raw material had 
£6,500,000, and of manufactured articles 
by £1,333,000. Our exports of manufac- 
tured articles had increased by £6,000,000, 
and of raw material by £1,000,000. The 
hon. Member for North-West Lanark had 
endeavoured to put the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on the horns of a dilemma 
with regard to the sugar tax. But he 
did not think his right hon. friend, in 
saying that if he took off a portion 
of the sugar tax this year no_ benefit 
would accrue to the consumer, was 
laying down a principle as to the 
general influence of the reduction of 
a tax. He understood his right hon. 


friend to mean that no benefit could 
accrue in the present state of the 
market. If the hon. Member claimed 


that whenever a tax was taken off the 
consumer always got the whole benefit 
he must also admit that when an 
extra tax was put on the consumer 
always paid it. Attention had been 
called to the speech of Mr. Glad- 
stone in 1843 when he advocated a 
preference on corn to Canada. But at 
the time we had a tax on corn, and 
inasmuch as we were breaking down the 
tax we were proceeding in the direction 
of free trade, and it was not inconsistent 
to support Mr. Gladstone on that 
occasion, To-day hon. Members might 
see Canada and Australia breaking down 
the barriers between them and reducing 
taxation. He objected to a corn tax, not 
merely because it was protective, but 
because bread was the last resource of a 
person who had only one halfpenny to 
spend. It was the one thing that those 
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increased by | 


who were poorest must have, and there- | 


fore in his opinion it ought not to be | 


subject to taxation at all. He had never 


heard protectionists face the fact that | 
where there was a protective duty the | 
consumer paid both the duty and the | 


increased price of the goods which did 
not come under that particular duty. 
The right hon. Member for St. 
George’s desired to diffuse the burden 
of taxation by taxing more commodities. 
But why were these commodities chosen ! 
Sugar was chosen in place of corn because 
the whole of the revenue went into the 
Exchequer. If they chose other com- 
modities the consumer not only paid the 
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whole duty, but also paid an increased 
price. What was the result in the case 
of the French corn tax ? The price was not 
raised by the whole of the amount of the 
duty, but notwithstanding that, the con- 
sumer paid the duty many times over. 
Only 5 per cent. of corn was imported 
into France, and that 5 per cent. paid the 
Government 12s. 2d. per quarter. Ninety- 
five percent. was home grown, but the price 
of the whole 100 per cent. was raised by 
8s. a quarter. The price tothe consumer 
was raised by 800 shillings, of which 60 
shillings as duty went to the Govern- 
ment, and 740 shillings went elsewhere. 
One need not wonder at there being an 
enthusiastic army of advocates for such a 
system of taxation. The right hon. Mem- 
ber for East Worcester had said that 
our present fiscal system handicapped 
our industries; but no evidence had 
been adduced in favour of that con- 
tention. He repudiated that suggestion, 
and contended that our fiscal system 
provided a medium ‘for an abnormal 
growth of industry, such as had never 
been seen in any other country since 
the world began. Certain industries 
which were highly specialised had a greater 
development here than anywhere else 
Free trade provided a better soil and 
industries obtained a luxuriant growth. 
Let them take the textile and shipping 
industries. This country was not detence- 
less; we had cheap goods and cheap 
services which through free trade enabled 
us to bargain with any other nation in the 
world. Which nation with a tariff was 
able to get better terms than ourselves 
with other nations? He had some figures 
which would disprove the contention of 
the right hon. Gentleman that countries 
with tariffs could always keep their 
mills going. He would not go into 
details, but would merely quote— 

“ By inquiries addressed to 1,233 Berlin hard- 
ware concerns it was found in October, 1901. 
there was a decline of from 15,000 to 18,000 
workmen, chiefly adults, as compared with the 
corresponding months of 1900. In the iron- 
founding industry no less than 39 per cent of 
the workmen were discharged. A month 
later another 7,500 were thrown on the labour 
market owing to the cessation of the ‘season’ 
trades.” 

Of the 6,375 weaving looms at Aachen 
1,231 were standing still and fully 1,300 
men were without employment. So far 
as he had been able to discover, the 
seasons of depression, either in the United 
States or in Germany, were worse and 
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more profound than here, and they re- 
covered later and not sooner. Then again, 
the right hon. Gentleman had said that 
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they could not put more capital into their | 


mills. Really, to any one going over 
Lancashire, that seemed very peculiar, 
because he did not think that any one 


who took an hour’s journey in any part | 


of the spinning portion of Lancashire 
could fail to see a new mill either work- 
ing or rising. How did free trade affect 
that ? It enabled them to build mills more 
cheaply than any other manufacturing 
country. A mill which in England cost 
£125,000, in Germany cost £185,000, in 
France £200,000, and in the United 
States £250,000. The interest and de- 
preciation alone on the extra money 
spent in the United States, was more 
than the wages which were paid to opera- 
tives in England. He was speaking 
entirely of the cost of building the mil! 
before it was run. This “handicap” 
result was that in the Oldham district 
there were actually more spindles at 
work than in the whole of Germany. 
Was it not a most marvellous fact that 
we took America’s raw material, although 
she was a manufacturing nation, brought 
it 3,000 miles across the sea, worked it 
up here, and then exported £100,000,000 
worth of it to every quarter of the globe ? 
[An Hox. Member: It has got less 
and less every year.| No; it had got 
more and more. Taking the figures for 
ten years, it had grown from £65,000,000 
to £100,000,000. We were not taking as 
much extra raw material, but we were ex- 
porting greater value. Why? Because 
we were putting more work into it. He 
could not see any economic disadvantage 
whatever in that. We exported of 
goods, made from the raw material from 
America, ten times as much as they 
did. What was our record in regard to 
shipping? The right hon. Gentleman had 
referred to our supremacy in shipping as 
having been as great half a century ago 
as it was now. He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman was mistaken. In regard to 
the United States, which had everything 
that was required for shipping within its 
own borders—skilled workmen, iron, wood, 
water, magnificent waterways, and every- 
thing which ought to encourage it to 
be the greatest maritime 
world had ever seen—why was it that 
we had in their ports 25,000,000 tons 
of shipping while they had in ours 
1,500,000? The whole reason was free 
Mr. Toulmin. 
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trade, because free trade gave us, 
in the building, the furnishing, and 
the working of our great steamers— 
which were not donkey-power as the 
hon. Member opposite had remarked— 
all the advantages which enabled us to 
build cheaply. These steamers had the 
the most highly organised engines that the 
world had ever seen. More skill went 
to the building of those ships, more 
intelligence and power in sailing them 
about the world and in conducting its 
commerce, than had ever been seen in 
auy other industry. Our shipping 
industry was one of the marvels of the 
world at the present time. We not 
merely did the shipping between the 
United States and ourselves, but we did 
14,000,000 tons of their shipping with 
other foreign nations, and that was how 
we paid for the corn and cotton which we 
got from them. In 1840 our maritime 
supremacy over France was four times, 


whereas it was now nine times as 
great; our mercantile navy was nine 
times that of France. In 1868 the 


United States had 2,500,000 tons of ship- 
ping compared with our 4,500,000 tons. 
In 1870 we were 5,500,000, and the 
United States 1,500,000 tons. In 1901 
we had 9,500,000, and the United States 
had less than a million. That, in his 
opinion, and after reading what had heen 
said by inquirers in the United States, 
was entirely owing to the fact that we 
were a free trade nation and they were 
not. We were threatened with Ger- 
many getting up to us. Between 1870 
and 1900 the jigures for Germany had 
doubled, but they had only added a 
million tons while we had added4,000,000. 
It would take Germany at that rate 
a long time to get up to us, although 
they had doubled and we had not. Our 
superiority over Germany in regard to 
steam was even greater. In 1880 we 
had 2,500,000 tons more in steam than 
Germany ; in 1890 we had four and one- 
third millions more ; and in 1900 we had 
5,750,000 more steam tonnage than they 
had. He wished for the indulgence of the 
House while he turned to the Imperial side 
of the question. Lancashire was in the 
fore-front of this battle, not because 
of any accidental circumstance, but 
because she was interested in two of 
our great trades, shipping and cotton. 
Those were the two trades which would 
suffer most if the proposals of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were adopted. The 
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right hon. Gentleman had said that the | 


preference proposals were the first great 
advance towards greater unity. He (Mr. 
Toulmin) said on the contrary, that if they 
began with tariff bargaining they would 
throw not an apple but a whole bushel of 
apples of discord between ourselves and 
the Colonies. We shoulu set every trade 
in England examining the kind of injury 
which was done it by the colonial tarifis. 
The Leader of the Opposition had said 
that afternoon that without close rela- 
tions they could not have unity. Close 
relations in what ? Close relations in 
those things on which they could agree, 
and on which they could unite, but not 
close relations when they were actuated 
hy absolutely opposite principles. On 
the one side they were protectionists ; 
they at home were free traders, and to set 
them haggling on this point was to invite 
disaster. Sir Robert Peel repudiated 
haggling with foreign nations; they in- 
troduced haggling with our Colonies 
as a step towards free trade. What did 
that lead the Leader of the Opposition 
to! They had again that afternoon 


the schedule of forbidden industries 
in the Colonies, Nothing was more 
marked in the tour of the right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham than the fact that he 
referred to the industries which the 
Colonies were not to begin. That he 
believed was kept out—he hoped that he 
Was correct in saying so—of the revised 
edition of his speech. Of course it must 
be left out. It was never intended that 
there should be a restriction of Colonial 
industries ; otherwise, we should at once 
get to loggerheads with them. Now, the 
right hon. Gentleman said that they 
were to prevent the building up of 


industries in the Colonies, and we were | 


tosupply the manufactured goods. There 
they had something to quarrel about, 
hecause they were asking the Colonies 
to give up the whole basis of their 
policy. There had been a good deal 
said both inside the House and out 
of it, about; the foreigner paying the tax. 
He was not going into the point whether 
the foreigner paid the tax, because, in 
reference to the question he was about to 
ask, he did not very much care which 
answer they gave. Who paid the tax 
imposed by Canada on _ Lancashire 
cotton ! Whoever paid it, as he had said, 
it Was a penalty and an obstacle to trade. 
He had not forgotten the campaign in! 
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regard to the Indian import duties, nor 
had he forgotten what hon. Members 
opposite had told Lancashire in regard to 
it. That was the occasion on which the 
present Chancellor of the Duchy defended 
India. Hon. Members opposite then 
said that the Indian 5 per cent. 
duty came out of the pockets of Lanca- 
shire. Very well then, out of whose 
pocket did the Canadian twenty-three 
and one-third come? Did it come out of 
the pocket of Lancashire or the Canadian 
consumers of Lancashire goods? He had 
said that the duty was an obstacle to 
trade between Canada and England. 
They gave us a preference, and so far as 
that went it reduced the obstacle and 
they welcomed it ; so far as it was a sign 
of goodwill they welcomed it. In criti- 
cising Canada in this matter he hoped 
that it would be clearly understood that 
he was criticising only those who were 
advocating what they believed to be 
Canada’s position in that House and 
outside of it. He had to look at the 
matter from the point of view of one 
whose welfare depended on that of 
Lancashire. He had business relations 
with three of the great trade centres of 
Lancashire, and he represented the fourth, 
and whatever did Lancashire harm would 
do himself the greatest possible harm. 
That might sound a selfish argument. 
They were told that Lancashire was 
selfish, and that her object in supporting 
free trade was selfish. Let that be so. 
Let them be taken as they were. Some- 
times they had a rub at their neighbours, 
and they must be content to take a rub 
in turn. He had never known a Lanca- 
shire man get the better of a Yorkshire- 
man in a horse deal. Let it be so. 
They were both of them hard men. 


Let the House beware of setting 
them bargaining. It would be the 


millions of Lancashire against the 
millions of Canada: and the millions 
of Yorkshire against the millions of 
Australia. What was the picture 
which the hon. Member for Aston Manor 
had given them of the Colonies ? He had 
said they would be ready to prefer a 
reduction of Italy’s tariff to our own open 
market. Did hon. Members believe that 
the Colonies would be ready to give 
benefits to Italy which they did not give 
to us, although we kept our doors open ¢ 
This country bought from them every 
year £28,000,000, and they only bought 
from us £14,000,000. He hoped the 
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House would not take the hon. Member’s 
estimate of the Colonies. Having 
an open market, we had not become 
adepts at tariff bargaining; but if 
Lancashire was to go in for bargaining 
then she must start at the beginning and 
go into it pretty thoroughly. What was 
the present position? Great Britain had 
given her Colonies freedom to tax 
Colonial purchasers of our goods. That 
freedom was greater than preference, nay 
it was even greater than equality, because 
in this particular case equality was 
greater than preference. Their absolute 
freedom was greater than any trade 
relations with us, however beneficial, 
could be. If Lancashire worked for Canada 
in the United Kingdom there were no 
obstacles to the payment from Canada, 
but if Lancashire wished to pay for 
Canadian corn how did Lancashire stand 4 
What would be the position between 
Lancashire and Canada if they agreed to 
try to strike a bargain? Lancashire 
cotton was taxed 25 per cent. in Canada. 
Canadian corn was free in Laneashire. 
How, then, could Lancashire bargain with 
Canada for preference when there was 
this inequality between Lancashire cotton 
and Canadian corn? If they placed a 
tax of 25 per cent. on English purchasers 
of Canadian corn they would then be 
equal, and they could bargain. They 
only tolerated the present position in the 
name of political freedom and because they 
wished the Colonies to be absolutely free ; 
but once set them to tariff bargaining, then 
the position would become intolerable. 
How did the position stand with regard 
to the suggested preference?) What 
was the preference to be? Lancashire 
also dealt with the foreigner, and con- 
sequently Canada’s position, according to 
the views of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
would be “ We, Canada, penalise your 
import trade into Canada. We have the 
thumbscrew on Lancashire to the ex- 
tent of 25 per cent. If England will im- 
pose penalties on Englishmen dealing 
with foreigners we will relax the thumb- 
screw a turn or two off your Lancashire 
cotton. We cannot relax it altogether 
for fear of our own manufacturers.” He 
protested against the false view taken 
of this preference by bringing in a com- 
parison with the foreigner. Members 
opposite said “Look how Canada taxes 
the foreigner.” His contention was that 
they must look at the position between 
Lancashire and Canada before they looked 


Mr. Toulmin. 
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at the position between Canada and the 
foreigner. They had to look at the position 
of Canada and Lancashire in regard to 
cotton goods, and Canada and Yorkshire 
in regard to woollen goods. The effect 
of Canada’s barrier was that we bought 
from Canada £28,000,000 and Canada 
bought from us £14,000,000. In the 
face of that fact Canada could not hood- 
wink them by diverting their attention 
to the foreigner and saying “ We tax 
the foreigner more.” That was not 
the question. They replied “ Look how 
you treat our trade and how we treat 
yours; look how we treat your corn 
growers and our own upon an ab- 
solute equality; look how you treat 
your own cotton and woollen manu- 


facturers and our cotton and woollen 
manufacturers.” If once they accepted 


the tariff reform policy they would be 
committed to retaliation, preference and 
protection, and they would be putting 
into the hands of friends weapons with 
which they might mutually hurt one 
another, because inevitably every great 
trade would have to fight for its own hand, 
and where there was unity at the present 
moment, they would produce enmity. 
Where was the greater unity that would 
come from these negotiations? [tf it came 
to a general scramble, Lancashire would 
fight, and Lancashire would be right. The 
Colonies at the present time had fiscal 
freedom to tax any of our goods for the 
purposes of retaliation and protection. 
They taxed our goods and when the) 
offered us a preference it was only a form 
of retaliation, because they put a duty on 
which they said they would take off if we 
would give them something in return. 
They could not adopt such a system by 
halves, but must adopt all its evils, 
jealousies, and strife. Lancashire now 
fonght with a single eye for free trade. 
There was a great reserve of tr-e 
trade strength in Lancashire to-day. 
Many thousands in Lancashire voted for 
Unionists at the last election, because 
they knew that free trade was safe, in 
fact the first day settled that, and that 
prevented the Unionist Party from falling 
to pieces. The hon. Member for Durham 
had spoken of 100,000 Unionist free 
traders, and he had no hesitation in con- 
firming his statement so far as Lancashire 
was concerned. Lancashire Members were 
not receiving from their constituencies a 
shower of resolutions in favour of tariff 
reform. By free trade Lancashire had 
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crown, and if they destroyed free trade 
they would increase the manufacturers’ 
cost, burden the workers, hinder their 
customers’ payments, and lay them open 
to retaliation the whole world over. 
Preference would bring no increased 
unity, but internal tariff wars, and would 
produce not bonds of unity, but burdens 
of bitterness. Canada herself made no 
such elaim as had been suggested by 
those who wished to entrap her and get 
her to pull the protectionist chestnuts out 
of the fire for them. They were 
calumniators of the Colonies who repre- 
sented them as already traitors in their 
hearts to the Empire. He would like to 
read to the House the words of Sir 
Wilfrid Laurier— 

“The people of Canada did not come bere as 
suppliants ; they did not come here to ask for 
anything for their benefit; they asked the 
British people simply to consider whether such 
a policy would be in the interests of the British 
people. If the British people came to the con- 
clusion that it would not be in their own 
interests, then Canada wanted none of it. He 
had read in some newspapers here that unless 
the British people gave a preference to Canada, 
unless there was mutuality of preference, that 
they in Canada were prepared to desert the 
British policy and to seek markets in the 
United States. That statement had no 
shadow of foundation. Their neighbours were 
well aware that whenever it came to a matter 
of competition in Canadian markets between 
products of the United States and products of 
Great Britain their choice was made—they 
stood by the Mother Country.” 


There was no system of preference which 
could be devised which was not unjust 
hetween Colony and Colony. It would 
give to the poorest of the King’s 
dominions such as South Africa the 
least, whilst it would give to the richest 
Colonies like Canada the most. It would 
he unjust between the Home Couniry 
and the Colonies, and the various 
industries both at Home and in the 
Colonies. It would also be unjust 
between trade and trade. The House of 
Commons in its vote that night could not 
do better than respect the ripe political 
wisdom and the long experience of that 
great Canadian statesman, Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier, expressed in his words— 

‘‘Tf preference for preference were not 
given, however, their loyalty would remain 
the same. The courageous ancient Gauls 
were afraid only of one thing, and that was of 
the canupy of heaven falling. Those who 
entertain a doubt of the loyalty of Canada 
might just as well fear the fall of the blue 
vault of heaven. The future of tie British 


Empire was absolutely secure so long as it | 
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rested upon the complete and untrammelled 
autonomy of all its component parts.” 

By that autonomy this Empire had been 
built up, and by that autonomy, without 
preference, it would stand. 


*Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) said 
he had listened with great interest to the 
speech of the hon. Member for Bury, 
because he remembered the excitement 
about the corn tax when he was first 
elected at a bye-election there. He re- 
membered a speech made by the hon. 
Member in which he said that he was 
anxious to take the whole of the taxes off 
the poor. It seemed to him that the 
debate which had taken place had not 
touched to any great extent the question 
before the House, namely, the Second 
Reading of the Finance Bill, but was 
chiefly in regard to economic doctrine. 
He would like to say a word or 
two in reference to the taxing of the 
poor. The hon. Member for Glouces- 
tershire, in what he might call a_pro- 
vocative speech, had said that the Union- 
ist Party were dishonest. What he had 
stated was that the Unionist Members 
advocated the views they held upon 
tariff reform, not because they believed 
that tariff reform was in the interests of 
the country, but because it was in their 
own interest. He had also said that the 
resolutions passed in favour of tariff 
reform were dishonest resolutions. 
Surely the hon. Member knew that 
resolutions were passed upon every 
conceivable subject in almost every 
constituency, and it was the custom 
to send them to the Member of Par- 
liament representing that particular con- 
stituency. He wished to deal for a 
moment with the question of taxing 
food. Hon. Members opposite had stated 
on many occasions that they would like 
to do away with the tax uponsugar. He 
believed that at the last election there 
were 131 Members who pledged them- 
selves, under any circumstances, not to 
vote for any tax on sugar at all. The 
only excuse put forward for the sugar 
tax was that it was a payment for old age 
pensions. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham had on 
many occasions advocated contributions 
from individuals towards State-aided 
pensions, and if that was what this 
Budget meant there would have to 
be a compulsory contribution towards 
those pensions so long as there was a tax 
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on sugar and tea. If those taxes were 
increased next vear a great deal of the 
money would go towards old age pensions. 
They frequently saw at election time great 
placards “ Vote for So-and-So and no taxes 
on food.” It was often said by speakers 
on the Government side of the House 
that the people of this country would not 
stand taxes on their food ; but the taxes 
upon food and drink excise and customs 
last year amounted to no less than 
£48,000,000. We were at the present 
time the greatest tariff State in the world. 
He was not at all a bigoted protectionist. 
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hard condition. There were thousands 
of people who were paying income- 
tax which was not due by them to the 
State, and he hoped the Government 
would be able to do something to alleviate 
the hardship. He would give two 
instances. One was the case of an over- 
draft in respect of which £5,000 worth of 
shares were deposited with the bank 
against a loan of £4,000. The borrower 
had to pay income-tax on the interest 
which he received on his £5,000 worth of 
shares, but as he had to pay to the bank 
interest on the £4,000 of borrowed 





If they taxed the things they produced 
instead of those they did not produce 
they did increase the price in the 
home market to some extent if the 
foreigner did not decrease the price of 
the article to the extent of the tax. 
Let them take the position of many 
firms in the north of England. Of 
course there was at present a very 
great deal of prosperity all over the 
country. His friends on the other side 
of the House knew that there were a 
considerable number of works stopped | 


| 
owing to the present fiscal condi- | 
tions. Some of the owners of these |} 
works had gone abroad with their | 


factories. If a man had to decide | 
whether he would put up works in| 
this country or in Germany he found | 
that by putting them in Germany | 
he had the advantage of a market of 
60,000,000 people in Germany and} 
40,000,000 in this country. If a 
man had the offer of two pieces of | 
land separated by a stream over which | 
there was a bridge, and he was told that if | 
he erected his factory on one side there 
would be a toll to pay if he brought his 
goods over the bridge, but that if he 
placed his factory on the other piece of 
land there would be no toll, there 
could be little doubt as to the place 
which he would choose for the erection 
of his works. That applied to our fiscal 
system at the present time. He was not 
going to advocate the system of Germany. 
He thought he might say however that 
in the interests of this country 
thing should be done to alter our 
present system. Referring to the ques- 
tion of the income-tax, he appealed 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
consider the present system which pre- 
vented people who paid the tax and 
who were not liable for it from getting 
their money refunded. This was a very 
Mr. Pike Pease. 


some- 





money, he was really only getting an 
income on £1,000. The great majority 
of the people did not know that they 
could obtain a refund of the income- 
tax in respect of such a transaction. 
The other case was that of poor people, of 
whom there was a large number, who had 
from £100 to £300 in some shares on 
which the income-tax was paid before 
they received the dividend. Those 
people whose incomes did not come 
within the taxable limit did not as a rule 
make any application for the tax which 
had been deducted. He thought the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer should do 
something to make the process of vetting 
the money refunded simpler. If a 
graduation of the income-tax was going 
to take place in future, it should not he 
done on the lines advocated in the 
Budget. He admitted it was the clearest 
Budget statement he had heard in the 
House of Commons, but they were not 
carrying out the principle of taxing the 
people who were best able to pay. A 
poor widow left with a bare competence 
who had to pay ls. in the £ income-tax 
was not so able to pay that tax as a 
bachelor earning £2,000 a year. He 
hoped these suggestions would receive 
the consideration of the Treasury. 


Mr. HARWOCD (Bolton) said he did 
not think they could look forward to 
any decrease in the total cost of running 
the State, and therefore he regretted 
that the Government had given up the 
coal tax. There were certain advantages 
in that tax. One was that a portion of 
it—much the larger portion of it—was 
paid by the foreigner. Another was that 
it enabled the nation to get something 
out of its own property. As a Radical 
he had always held the opinion that 
the nation had property in its mineral 
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wealth as well as in its land, and the 
coal tax was one of the means by 
which the nation could get something 
from its own. It was not enough that 
the miner should get his wages, the 
mineowner his profit, and the shipowner 
his freight. He wanted the people who 
were the owners of the coal to get some- 
thing, but practically the nation at present 
was getting nothing beyond the ordinary 
profit of trade. But whether that tax 
was a good one or not, at any rate it 
brought in £2,500,000, and he would 
have preferred it to remain in order 
to make a beginning with old age 
pensions. He was deeply disappointed 
that a beginning was not made with the 
solution of that question. He held that 
if the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 


anything to give, he should have begun | 


by giving to those who needed it most. 
He did not think that the cost of old 
age pensions would be anything like 
what had been put before the House. 
There were a great many considerations 
in the calculation which he thought had 
not been given weight to. As an em- 
ployer of labour he believed that of all 
classes of the community those who, 
beyond the people receiving the pensions, 
would derive the greatest benefit would 
be employers of labour. Fifty or sixty 
years ago that principle was discovered 
inthe Poor Law. When the State sub- 
sidised wages it more or less gave a 
benefit to employers, and he believed it 
would be fair if they had to contribute 
a certain proportion to the solution of the 
pension problem. Therefore, he hoped 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would not be deterred from tackling the 
problem by any fear of treading on the 
corns of employers. The suggestion of 
the Opposition as to the method of raising 
money was about the worst possible. 
The Leader of the Opposition, while 
professing to be a free trader, said they 
under the necessity of raising 
money, and that, therefore, he was 
inclined to favour the proposals for 
preference because they were a means 
of raising money. But surely that was 


were 


going on the principle of “killing the | 


goose that lays the golden egg.” If 
the nation had to raise more money, 
the greater was the necessity that the 
business capacities of the nation should 
be untouched, and, therefore, if they 
Weighted the nation with anything like 
these duties they would be impeding the 
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nation in providing the additional wealth 
required, The suggestion of the Leader 
of the Opposition was contrary to common 
sense. The right hon, Gentleman had 
said he was in favour of free trade in 
principle. How did he justify his de- 
parture from that principle? He had 
said that free trade in the abstract was 
a right principle; there was no doubt 
about that; but it did not answer the 
case, because no one else adopted it. 
The right hon. Gentleman and his friends 
did not believe in the kind of free trade 
we had in England. On the Ministerial 
side of the House they did believe in it. 
If we were the only people to adopt free 
trade they would still believe in it. The 
Leader of the Opposition said, “ Do you 
mean to say that England knows better 
than anybody else? Here are Germany, 
France, and the United States, and here 
are all our Colonies adopting plans of pro- 
tection. Are you any wiser than they ?” 
He thought we were, and there were 
many cases in which we had been wiser. 
He thought we had taught Continental 
countries and the Colonies a great deal 
more than they had taught us. We had 
taught them constitutional government, 
given them railways, and no end of 
things, and when he looked round he 
thought we were more likely to be right 
than they were. Who was suffering from 
the protection in Germany, France, 
and the United States? Speaker after 
speaker had talked as if protection in 
those countries had succeeded. He knew 
the industrial conditions of those countries 
pretty well, having close business relations 
with them, and he submitted that it was 
not protection which had succeeded. Why 
had German trade developed? It was 
because Germany had practically adopted 
free trade ever since the foundation of 
the Empire. He remembered when there 
were thirty different systems of customs 
in Germany. When the Empire was 
founded, those were swept away, and 
Germany had prospered, not by protec- 
tion, but by her free trade. He wished 
to speak respectfully of France. He read 
an article in a French paper the other day 
on the question “ Is France prospering ?” 
He gathered from it that the French 
people were coming to the conclusion to 
which observers had come for some time, 
that the system there was not prospering. 
Considering her natural advantages 
France was not prospering as she would 
have done under free trade. He was 
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very strongly of opinion that if the 
United States adopted a policy of free 
trade it would be a great danger to 


England, considering the enormous 
natural advantages of soil, climate, 


minerals, and rivers which that country 
possessed. He did not think that we 
could compete with the United States 
under those circumstances. Again, the 
United States was an instance of the 
advantages of free trade. There were no 
customs duties between one State and 
another. The United States was a cos- 
mos, and within its vast continental 
borders they had all the advantages of 
free trade. Their prosperity was due to 
free trade; where there was failure it 
was due to protection. It was said that 
we had not been perfectly frank in re- 
gard to the business relationships between 
the Colonies and the Mother Country. 
The Colonies said to us—‘* You are to 
jeopardise four-fifths of your trade in 
order to develop one-fifth of your trade 
with us.” But, in the first place, they 
would not give us their trade; and, in 
the second place, they had not got it to 
give. He spoke from his own personal 
experience. The Colonies treated the 
trader in this country worse than anyone 
else in the world. He said to his 
Colonial friends, * Do you mean to admit 
my goods on the same conditions as we 
admit yours in this country?” And 
they frankly said, “No; we cannot 
afford it, but we will give a_prefer- 
ence.” They acknowledged that they 
built a wall against us, but the preference 
they offered was that they would add 
another twenty feet to that wall against 
the foreigner. But what use was that 
to the traders in this country? As a 
matter of fact, the duties against his goods 
were greater in Canada and Australia 
than they were in Germany and France. 
It was said that if we did not close with 
the Colonial offer they would make terms 
with someoéne else. Asa business man he 
wished to do business with any one who 
would do him good ; and the closer they 
kept to the business point of view the 
better it would be. Where would the 
Colonies find anyone ,to treat them better 
than we did? The whole of the Colonies 
did not contain as large a population 
as the two counties of Lancashire and 
Yorkshire. Hon. Members opposite said 
that we should think of the future. He 
maintained that we should think of the 
present at first. Another striking thing 


Mr Harwood. 
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was that the Colonies were wedded to 
their protective system. But how did the 
tariff system work in the Colonies ? He 
said frankly that Australia was not a 
progressive country at all, it was non- 
progressive. Its population was not 
increasing. Its wealth was not increas- 
ing. The one Colony which adopted 
protection in its most severe form was 
the one Colony which did not prosper. 
Hon. Members on the Ministerial side of the 
House were often charged with not realis- 
ing the greatness of the Empire. From his 
point of view, they were proud of the 
Empire, and he had taught his children 
to be proud of the Empire, because it had 
stood as no other country in the world 
had done for liberty, freedom, and 
righteousness. He was so proud of the 
Empire that he trembled lest anything 
should be done to put it in jeopardy. 
They were told that a relationship that 
was not founded on interest was not a 
solid relationship, and an hon. Gentleman 
opposite had instanced the case of 
matrimony. But the matrimony which 
was founded on money considerations 
was sure to end in failure, and in an un- 
happy life. It was the nexus of money 
that had broken up Empires in the past ; 
and it was money and considerations of 
tariff which had lost to this country the 
United States. He remembered when 
he was young hearing Mr. John Bright 
speaking in his father’s house on this 
subject and saying— 

“We are trying to build an Empire upon 
sentiment. [ do not know if we shall succeed, 
but I am certain that on no other basis will we 
succeed.” 

There never had been an Empire in the 
whole history of the world which had 
been so successful as ours in_ bind- 
ing together its elements of loyalty 
and high feeling, and that was because we 
had never tarnished it with money 
considerations. We said to the Colonies : 
“Do as you like in your own interest.” 
We treated them as a father treated his 
children ; and one and all came back to 
us for advice and assistance. But once 
we began to bargain and haggle the 
whole thing would break up. Ina great 
question of this kind we had a right to 
ask what was the true ideal for 
nations to strive after. The world had 
been made by the Almighty with great 
varieties of soil and capacity for produc- 
tion. Was the right ideal that nations 
should build walls round themselves ! 
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No; the right ideal was not that nation 
should strive against nation, but that all 
should participate in the benefits 
of all; and he hoped that this country 
would adhere to that ideal. 


Mr. BONAR LAW (Camberwell, 
Dulwich): The hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down began his speech by repeat- 
ing very much the same line of thought 
which has been used by everyone from 
those benches. He admitted that our 
existing means of taxation was not equal 
to the demand, and he proceeded to say 
that anything in the nature of this 
Amendment would make things worse. 
That is common ground; but my hon. 
friend is always original, and he did not 
keep long to the beaten track. He said 
that protection was built up by self 
interest, and he summed this up by 
saying that he, a business man, could not 
sell to the Colonies because the duties 
were so high. I would point out that the 
extent of the protection of any duty does 
not depend upon the size of the duty, 
but the extent to which it is protective. 
| do not know the nature of the hon. 
Member’s business. [HON. MEMBERS : 
“Muslin.”] I put it to him. Does he 
sell more muslin to the Colonies with the 
higher duty than to Germany with the 
lower duty ? 


Mr. HARWOOD: 


decidedly. 


To 


Germany, 


Mr. BONAR LAW: That does not in 
the least alter the argument I put before 
the House—namely, that the extent of 
the protection does not depend on the 
amount of the duty. A small percentage 
of duty in a highly-developed country 
like Germany is more protective by far 
than a much higher duty in a country 


where manufactures are not highly 
developed as in the Colonies. I was 


taught at school that America was going 
some day to adopt free trade, and then 
look out for us. As the hon. Member 
said, when that view was expressed more 


than thirty years ago there was much | 


more chance of its being realised than to- 
day, because there was then a political 
party in the United States which advo- 
cated free trade. There is no political 
party of any size in the United States 
to-day, however, which recommends the 
system which prevails in this country. 
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The hon. Gentleman says that Germany 
has prospered because she has free trade ; 
I do not want protection greater than the 
free trade which has been so prosperous 
in Germany. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was wrong in his corrections of 
my right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition. For more than a generation 
after the abolition of our Corn Laws we 
had an effective entry into the markets 
of the world, because their manufactures 
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had not grown up. So much was that 
the case that even so recently as 1879, 


when Bismarck altered the fiscal system 
of Germany, he was able to point out to 
the German people that the system which 
then prevailed in Germany had the effect 
of making Germany the dumping ground 
for England, and that by no other means 
than protection could they build up 
industries in Germany. If the right hon. 
Gentleman imagines, or tries to get other 
people to imagine, that the problem is 
the same as that with which Peel had to 
deal he has not begun to realise the 
A B C of the fiscal question. I 
challenge the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to give any evidence for his 
statement that Peel never expected 
that our adoption of free trade would 
break down the tariffs of other countries. 
I say you will not find anywhere in Peel’s 
speeches anything which does not agree 
with the assertion that is constantly 
made by Cobden that the effect of our 
adoption of free trade would be to 
compel other countries to adopt free 
trade also. Peel said he was going to 
fight hostile tariffs by free imports— 
[MINISTERIAL cheers] — yes, but he 
meant that he was going to beat them by 
free imports. These statements of Cob- 
den and the implied acquiescence of Sir 
Robert Peel are not accidental. They 
are part of their deliberate philosophy 
on this subject. Not merely were 
they free importers, but they were 
free-traders, which meant free exchange, 
which meant buying as well as selling, 
and it was part of their policy that they 
should have both. That was the pros- 
pect they held out to the people of this 
country. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer also reminded my right hon. 
friend that in the Cobden treaty with 
France there was nothing contrary to 
free trade principles. There are few 
things in a dialectic way which the right 
hon. Gentleman is not capable of, but I 
do not think that even he is capable of 
21 
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proving that, and for three good reasons. 
In the first place, Cobden himself admitted 
that it was contrary to free trade prin- 


ciples—|‘‘ No” |—in the second place, Mr. 
Gladstone, who carried through the 


treaty, took the same view; and in 
the third place, Mr. Gladstone himself, 
in defending the treaty in the House of 
Commons, defended it on the curious 
ground that at the cost of a small loss of 
revenue we had gained a great extension 
of trade—the very argument used this 
afternoon by my right hon. friend in 
recommending preference. The discussion 
on the Budget is so wide that it is 
difficult to get out of order and difticult 
to make a selection. I shall take the 
line of the speech made by the right 
hon. Gentleman in introducing the Bud- 
get. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in his Budget statement said that he 
proposed to budget for some years | 
ahead. That was very interesting, and 
reminded me that Mr. Gladstone once 
made a similar attempt and failed. When 
the right hon. Gentleman made the same 
attempt I listened for the development, 
but that development never came. There 
was nothing in his speech to show he is 
looking ahead except two things which 
are important. The right hon. Gentle- 
man did make it clear to the House that 
for two or three years, the life of the 
present Parliament, we are to have no 
remission of taxation. The income-tax is 
to remain at a shilling, and the duties on 
tea and sugar are to continue for that 
period. For the present there is to be a 
burden; the advantage is all in the 
future. I feel that this is by far the 
most momentous Budget that has been 
presented to Parliament in my Parlia- | 
mentary career. It marks, I believe, the 
beginning of the end. It is a confession 
of impotence, an admission that even 
from the point of view of revenue we 
have reached the limit, and that our 
fiscal system is on the verge of bankruptcy. 
Let me examine that statement in the 
light of the facts which have been pre- 
sented to us in connection with this 
Budget. The right hon. Gentleman | 
looks forward to having a surplus of 
£2,250,000, which is to be applied, if 
nothing happens, to old age pensions 
next year. But that surplus is de- 
pendent on many things. It is dependent 
on no other demands more pressing being | 
made in the meantime on the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer, and, as was pointed | 


Myr. Bonar Law. 
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| out by my right hon. friend the Leader 


of the Opposition, if a Bill which is now 
before the House is carried, a quarter of 
that surplus will immediately disappear, 
It depends also on the revenue proving 
at least as productive in the next year 
as it has been in this year, and that 
depends upon our trade on the whole 
continuing in at least as good a state as 
it is at present. It is true that the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Education told ns yesterday 
that it was not only going to continue at 
the present level, but was going to get 
better, but he proved it in a curious way 
by pointing out that up to the end of 1905, 
we were having a bad period of trade. 
Has the right hon. Gentleman forgotten 
his election speeches! There is not 
a gentleman on the Government Benches 
who did not point out that the 
boom in trade had completely knocked 
the bottom out of protection. The 
yield of revenue is dependent on 
a better state of trade. That may be 
realised, but I think it is doubtful. Of 
this I am sure, that the majority of 
business men in this country believe 
that we have now reached the top of 
the boom. But it depends on more than 
that. It depends on the expenditure 
for our defensive forces not exceeding 
the amount put down in the Estimates. 
I do not claim to be an Army expert. 
I am one of the few Members of the 
House who do not make that claim. But 
is that likely to be realised? Judging 
only from the speeches of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, I have arrived at the 
conclusion that the Army scheme of 
the Secretary for War, if it succeeds 
at all, is going to cost a great deal more 
than he estimates. But we have some- 
thing more to go upon in the fact that 
only recently the right hon. Gentleman 
had to divert money that was going to 
the Sinking Fund, a system of finance 
so unsound that nearly a dozen of his 
supporters voted him. Then 
as to the Navy, we know now from the 
First Lord of the Admiralty that it is 
the intention of the Government to 
keep the Navy at its present scale of 
superiority over other nations. That 
means that the control of our expenditure 
on the Navy is entirely taken out of 
our hands, and depends not on this 
Government, but on what is done by 
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other Governments over which we have 
no control. In the face of these con- 
siderations is it not at least probable 
that in a short time the right hon. Gen- 
tleman may be face to face with these 
alternatives—either to increase _ still 
further the enormous height of the 
taxation with the existing duties, or to put 
a tax on something which is not taxed 
now ? It is true,as was pointed out by 
the hon. Members for North Paddington 
and Leicester this afternoon, and an hon. 
Membér yesterday, that he might have 
another alternative, the alternative of 
making this country a place very un- 
desirable for the rich man to live in, 
and still more undesirable for him to die 
in, but the amount of money which could 
be derived even if he adopts such a 
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| more appropriate. 





course will inevitably be very small. | 


That brings us to the main purpose of 


the Amendment—the widening of the | 
| Gentleman is not very consistent even 


basis of taxation. My right hon. friend 
tried te explain what this meant. _ [Tron- 
ical MINISTERIAL Cheers.] I thought he 
explained it—[MINISTERIAL laughter]— 
and if he failed—I am not sure whether he 
failed or whether Members are laughiag 
at their own inability to understand 
him—if he failed, then I have not much 
chance of succeeding. I will take the 
same illustration which he used. Suppose 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has to 
get £10 out of men of a particular class. 
On the average, he estimates on getting 
£10 out of income-tax, or £10 from 
sugar, or £10 from the motor car. In the 
long run, one man averaging another, 
the Exchequer will get the same amount 
of money. But the effect on the indi- 
viduals in this class will be very different. 
If the money is raised by one-third on 
each of these articles, what will happen ? 
A man who has a bad year pays no in- 
come-tax, and he does not buy a motor- 
car; and if it is all raised on sugar, 
however little or much money he has 
made in the current year, he will use 
approximately the same amount of 
sugar, and he will suffer as he would 
not have suffered if the burden had 
remained on the other articles. Hon: 
Members may agree or disagree with my 
views, but I hope they understand 
what those views are. The right hon. 
Gentleman admitted that he had shut 
himself off from this wider basis of 
taxation, but he justified it on grounds 
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which were perfectly satisfactory to him. 
He justified it by the illustration (and 
a very good one from his point of view 
and I believe he must have thought so), 
that he had only blocked himself off 


from unsound and marshy ground. 
Iilustrations are not arguments, and 


nobody knows better than the right hon. 
Gentleman how easy it is to find them. 
If his illustration represents the facts he 
is wise. If it does not represent the 
facts then he is not wise. I will give 
him an illustration which I think is much 
The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has waiting for him a dwelling- 
house. It seems to be desirable, it 
apparently meets all his requirements, 
but he will not enter it. Why? Not 
because its foundation is insecure, but 
because there is a current report, which 
he is superstitious enough to_ believe, 
that it is haunted. The right hon. 


himself. If this kind of thing is marshy 
ground, there are present, as he well 
knows, in this country industries like 
that of tobacco manufacturing and the 
cocoa trade which are resting on this 
marshy ground. Why does he _ not 
remove them? If the duties on those 
industries are so bad, why does he leave 
them there to vex the country? He 
gave an explanation with regard to the 
cocoa duties which did not seem to me 
to be quite adequate. He admits that 
there is severe protection there, but he 
leaves it alone, the only reason, as I 
understood, being that Mr. Gladstone was 
a free trader and did not touch it. I 
do not think that is quite sufficient. In 
the first place, the conditions are different 
now. In Mr. Gladstone’s time the 
principle on which our taxation was 
based was never challenged. It is chal- 
lenged now. It is because it is challenged 
—I know of no other reason; I do not 
suppose it was vindictiveness—that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer last year 
removed the arrangement with regard 
to stripped tobacco, which was far less 
protective, and which was introduced 
by the ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
But there is something more to be said. 
I may be wrong, and I give it to the 
House for what it is worth. The duty 
on these commodities remains the same 
but the protection is probably not the 
same. The cost of manufacture, if it is 
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like other things, must have been greatly 
reduced, and, therefore, as the duty on the 
raw material and the manufactured 
article is the same, the probability is 
that the protection on cocoa industries 
now is at least twice what it was in the 
time when Mr. Gladstone fixed the duty. 
I confess that if anyone had moved an 
Amendment to remove these anomalies, 
I would hardly have known which way 
to vote. On the one hand, I believe the 
arrangement is not a bad one—that 
the country gains more than it loses 
by the flourishing of these industries 
in its midst. But on the other hand, 
there are other industries which might 
be benefited in the same way, and from 
the point of view of having these other 
industries benefited it is very desirable 
that all the people, whose interests 
ought to be the same, should be placed 
in precisely the same boat, and dealt 
with from precisely the same point of view. 
Another consideration is this: I think 
it very unreasonable and most unfair that 
the large fortunes which are made in 
this country out of the protection of 
these industries should be used as they 
are to subsidise newspapers and to 
help to finance Members of Parliament 
whose influence is used to prevent other 
people getting precisely the same advan- 
tage as they enjoy, and without which 
advantage there would be none of the 
money to spend in this way. Now I 
come to the remarks of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer about the tea and 
sugar duties. What he said about the 
tea duty is really very amusing to me, 
Last year the House will remember he 
took a penny off the tea duty because 
it was going to benefit the consumer. 
This year he does not take off a penny 
because it would not benefit the con- 
sumer. When right hon. and_ hon. 
Gentlemen quote what they are pleased 
to call axioms of political economy 
against us, they speak as if these things 
were the laws of nature, as inevitable as 
the law of gravitation; but apparently 
the right hon. Gentleman is able to 
suspend the laws of nature. They only 
apply when they suit him; and they 
do not apply when they suit us better 
than they do him. My night hon. 
friend the ex-Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer said this was an extraordinary 


explanation. The Chancellor of the , 


Dr. Bonar Law. 
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Exchequer said in reply, “ There is such 
a demand for tea all over the world that 
I am informed if you take Id. off the 
duty, the consumer would get no benefit.” 
[ will put the reverse of that: There is 
so little demand for tea, and the price 
is already forced down so low that if 
vou take ld. off, the middleman will get 
the benefit of the whole of it. That 
statement is like the other, and I think 
it is as good and perhaps a little better 
than the other, and I would suggest it 
for the use of the right hon. Gentleman 
in his next year’s Budget. Then the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer came to 
the sugar duty, and I noticed that 
what he said about it was not cheered 
by hon. Gentlemen behind him. I am 
not surprised it was not cheered, but | 
am surprised that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should have used the argument that 
no benefit would result from taking off 
half the sugar duty, because the farthing 
is an unknown coin in retail business. 
The right hon. Gentleman is an econo- 
mist, if he will allow me to say so without 
offence. The right hon. Gentleman con- 
fessed a few months ago that he boasted 
in his salad days that he had not only 
studied political economy but had 
actually taught it. Well, that is fatal. 
When a man has gone through that 
experience it has only one effect, which 
is that the knowledge disappears and the 
prejudices remain and cannot be shaken. 
I challenge the right hon. Gentleman to 
produce any economist in the world, of 
any school, who would make himself 
responsible for the assertion that the want 
of a coin has anything to do with the 
incidence of a tax. When Sir Michael 
Hicks Beach introduced his duty on corn 
some of his hon. friends used the same 
argument. They said it is only a half- 
farthing on a 4b. loaf, and will mean 
nothing to the consumer. Did the right 
hon. Gentleman accept that argument 
then? If the argument is inapplicable 
in the one case it is inapplicable in the 
other, unless the laws of political economy 
are to be varied to suit the Liberal Party, 
and the incidence which affects the cost 
by way of increase is to have no effect by 
way of subtraction. The President of 
the Board of Education said that what 
we mean by widening the basis of taxa- 
tion is to transfer the burdens which are 
now borne by the rich to the backs of 
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the poor; and nothing that he said was 
more loudly cheered by his supporters. 
In a speech which otherwise I thought 
was very able I was surprised that the 
right hon. Gentleman should make that 
statement. That is the most absolute 
claptrap, and the right hon. Gentleman 
must know it. More than that, it is 
absolutely untrue, and he ought to know 
it. Owing to the system on which we 
levy our indirect taxation, there is no 
country in the world in which that taxa- 
tion bears so hardly on the poor as it does 
in this country. That is inevitable. We 
put indirect taxation on articles of food 
and drink, and that means that a man is 
taxed not in proportion to his ability to 
pay but according to his capacity to eat 
and the extent of his thirst. We put 
taxation only on articles of food and 
drink, and the result of that system must 
have the effect that a far larger part of 
the burden falls on the poorer classes. 
|Hear, hear.] If the right hon. Gentle- 
man agreed, why did he make that 
statement ? 

Mr. McKENNA: Because we have 
other taxes, such as income-tax and 
death duties, and I understand the 
broadening of the basis of taxation was 
proposed in order to reduce the income- 
tax. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: No such state-. 
ment was ever made. [“Oh.”] All 
any one said on our side of the House was 
that both the income-tax and the in- 
direct taxation of sugar and tea were too 
high. Taxation on other things was 
suggested as a means by which this 
excessive taxation might be relieved. 
There is no proposal, as the right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to imagine, to put 
on this taxation unless more money is 
needed. There is nobody who wouid not 
propose to relieve indirect taxation to 
the same extent as direct taxation is 
relieved 


Mr. McKENNA : It was proposed. on 
the Resolution, to reduce the income-tax 
to 1A 


Mr. BONAR LAW :#1 would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that it was also 
proposed to do away with the tea duty 
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and the sugar duty. There is one other 
matter. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has stated that it is impossible to have 
any system of preference without the 
taxation of raw material, because it 
would be so unfair to the different 
Colonies as compared with each other. 
In the first place, let me point out that 
this proposal for preference came not 
from my right hon. friend the Member for 
West Birmingham, but from the Ministers 
of the different Colonies in the first Con- 
ference, and it has been persistently 
pressed by them ever since. If, there- 
fore, you want to find out what the pro- 
posal means, you must go to the authors 
of the proposal. There is no suggestion 
that duties should be imposed so as to be 
equally favourable to ali parts of the 
Empire. All that is asked is that prefer- 
ence should be given on any duties 
in this country. More than that, if the 
difficulty exists, it exists in the Colonies 
between themselves. Yet they are mak- 
ing these arrangements—I do not say 
hehind our backs, but in our presence— 
thev are making these financial arrange- 
ments from which we are excluded. 
Nobody suggests that the advantage 
between one Colony and another is exactly 
equal. Let us for a moment look at this 
thing upon its merits. The right hon. 
Gentleman judges the value of preference 
by our existing trade; but that is 
begging the whole question. The 
Colonies desire preference because they 
believe that it will alter the whole course 
of trade and make an entirely new 
arrangement of their business. Take as 
an illustration the case of Ireland. Hon. 
Members representing Ireland took a 
great deal of trouble this year to carry 
through a Bill to enable them to grow 
tobacco in Ireland. Upon the right hon. 
Gentleman’s principle what is the value 
of that ?. The value is in the future and 
will not be derived until after the passing 
of the Bill. The argument has been 
frequently used that we cannot give 
Australia a fair preference except on wool, 
but any Australian statesman would tell 
you that the wool trade would take care 
of itself, that they did not want to be a 
one horse country, and that though their 
exports of wheat were smaller than their 
exports of wool, yet a preference on 
wheat that would stimulate it would tbe of 
enormously greater value to them. than 
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a preference on wool. The right hon. | ference. 


Gentleman really looks at this question 
from the wrong point of view, if I may say 
so, and it is wrong for this reason. He is 
against preference, he does not believe 
in it, and, therefore, he hunts for argu- 
ments which will make it impossible ; 
but if he could imagine that he was in 
favour of it in principle, then objections 
like that which he has stated, and like 
those used by the Under-Secretary for the 
Colonies, would disappear. They would 
not be worthy of consideration assuming 
that vou wanted to carry the thing 
through. If you make that assumption, 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 904 


I should be sorry if that has 
been done. It is not desirable from any 
point of view that the Colonies should 
regard one of the Parties in the State as 
their enemy. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man must feel that in this kind of thing 
fiscal reformers at their best are only 
amateurs, that in such a business it is the 


| Liberal Party who are the professionals, 


look at the position in which the right hon. | 


Gentleman places himself. He represents 
to the country that he goes to the Colonies 
with whom there is a proposal to make 
this arrangement. He is the seller for us, 
but he acts both as the buyer and seller. 
He savs, “* That is what we have got to 
sell, but I advise you not to accept it. 
because it is not worth having.” That 
was undoubtedly the position he put 
himself in the last time he spoke on the 
subject. But if South Africa came and 
said, ‘* We are unfairly treated,” the same 
answer was not to begiven. The assump- 
tion of the right hon, Gentleman is based on 
the deep-rooted idea that the Government 
are not only best able to judge what is 
best for us, but also what is best for the 
Colonies. It was the feeling that that 
is the attitude of the Home Government 
which made Mr. Deakin good-humouredly, 
hut evidently with some feeling, say that 
what Home Government thought 
hould be done with the representatives 
of the Colonies was that they should be 
brought over here occasionally in order 
that thev might be given admonition and 


the 


advice. Does the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer say that they needed it ? 
Mr. ASQUITH: Not at all. I say 


they gave us quite as much advice as we 
gave them. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: That is a reason- 
able arrangement. With an arrange- 
ment of that kind no one can find fault. 
The right hon. Gentleman, in the course 
of his speech this afternoon, got extremely 
indignant and very eloquent about what 
he called the reptile Press on the fiscal 
reform side, and the dirty Party capital 
they trv to make out of the Colonial Con- 
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as the success of their efforts over Chinese 
labour proved. But I have a serious 
charge in this connection to make against 
the right hon. Gentleman himself. | 
shall put it very moderately. I felt that 
the remarks of the right hon. Gentleman 
in reference to the offer of preference by 
Australia were altogether unjustified and 
that they would have the effect of con- 
veying to the people of this country the 
idea that the proposals of Australia were 
entirely different from what the proposals 
were. The right hon. Gentleman said the 
Bill of the Prime Minister was all they 
had to go on. Was an offer a Bill? 
What Mr. Deakin said on introducing 
the Bill was that it was a preliminary 
overture, that it was no more than the 
first step on the road they desired to 
travel, and along which they should pro- 
ceed with the Mother Country in amity 
together for all time. Was it fair to 
assume that all the Australians offered 
was contained in that Bill? Without 
saying more on the political aspec 
of the question, there is one aspet 
of preference the friends of closer unio 
desire to put forward. Is it not the fact 
that all the Colonial Premiers and all th 
Colonies consider that the first and onl} 
practical step towards closer union is by 
means of trade relationship ? [An Hoy. 
MemBeR: “No.”] Is that not a reasou 
for thinking long and carefully before 
turning a deaf ear to the proposals thev 
make? Is it not a reason for giving any- 
thing we can give without disadvantage 
to ourselves? I maintain that the 
Government could without any dis 
advantage have given preference upol 
existing duties, and the Under-Secretary 
for the Colonies has pointed out that a 
duty taken off is a benefit to either party. 
Why has that not done? The 
President of the Board of Education gave 
the reason. He said the Colonies could 
do it because it did not alter their system, 
hut that we cannot do it without break- 
That is 


been 


our fiscal system. 


ing down 
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plausible, but it was not sound. It was! are certain of securing that the immense 


a Government of free-traders in 1892-5 
who introduced into India a system of 
revenue duties without corresponding 
excise, and they did so for the sake of 
revenue. It was then an object of sufti- 
cient importance for them to waive their 
theoretical objections; but now they do 
not think the object of sufficient im- 
vortance to prevent them from sacrificing 
it on the altar of pedantry. A great dea! 
has been said on the economical side of 
this question. I would like to point out 
briefly the advantages of preference. I 
ean only repeat the arguments which | 
have used before, but I am justified in 
repeating them for thev have never been 
answered. Even now for our total ex- 
ports of manufactured goods the best 
market is to be found in the British 
Empire, and in the Empire the best 
market is in the Colonies. [‘* No.”] 
Gentlemen who deny that should look 
at the figures; I have done so. Of 
course, I know we are told that it is 
illusory to make a distinction between 
manutactured goods and raw materials. 
The fiscal system of every country in the 
world except ours, however, is based on 
that distinction, and on nothing else ; 
it alms at encouraging the importation 


of raw material, at discouraging the 
importation of manufactured goods, 
at encouraging the export of manu- 


factured goods, and discouraging the 
export of raw material. Can any one 
doubt that a distinction which works in 
every country but our own is a real and 
vital one? The value of the Colonial 
trade is not in the present only; it lies 
in the future. These countries are only 
just beginning their development. If we 
choose we may have a share in the enor- 
mous trade which they are going to do 
with some one. Hon. Gentiemen oppo- 
site have told us since the beginning of 
this controversy that goods must be paid 
for by goods. The Colonies 

tions at least, must be great exporting 
countries, and they cannot export unless 
That is a platitude; it is 
schoo! of 


, for genera- 


they import. 
common ground in every 
economics; yet hon. Gentlemen think 
they have discovered therein an argument 
for free trade. These countries must be 
great importing countries, and, however 
high they may have to erect their tariff 
walls, if the preference is high enough we 


trade will be in our hands. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr.  Rvuwncrman, 
Dewsbury): But for brief interludes 
a singularly languid interest has been 
taken in the whole discussion. That is 
due to the striking fact that after three 
years campaigning the country and the 
Members of this House have satisfied 
themselves on this great question, and 
now we are able to see the result. 
The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down is always frankly protectionist. 
He has indulged in a series of gloomy 
predictions not only as to the future 
of the Colonies, but also as to the 
decline of our own industries. These 
gloomy predictions are not made _ for 
the first time to-night. Three years 
ago, addressing the House on the sub- 
ject of the iron trade—about which he 
is one of the first authorities—the 
hon. Gentleman stated that before 
twelve months were past the production 
of steel in America would be so great 
that they would overflow their own re- 


quirements. 





Mr. BONAR LAW: I would like to 
know when I did say that ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I think the hon. 
Member will recoliect [OpposrTIoN cries 
of ‘“ Quote.”] he anticipated that the 
over-production in the United States 
would be so great that the United 
States would be exporting rails to this 
country at £2 10s. before long. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: “ Before long ” 
and “twelve months” are very dif- 
ferent. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man will not expect me to go into the 
definition of what is “ before long.” 
The hon. Member, a prominent protec- 
tionist, admits quite fairly that a country 
cannot export unless it imports. —There- 
fore, he granted at once the first hypo- 
thesis upon which free trade is founded. 
The hon. Member attacked the Budget 
of this year because he said it was a 
confession of impotency and had no 
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elasticity about it. He said we had in 
fact reached the limits of our present 
fiscal system. The late 
che Exchequer was responsible for a 
Budget based on this system in 1905, 
end he deplored the fact that he was 
bound by the free-trade pledges of his 
{rovernment and was not able to add 
any elasticity to our national finance. I 
venture to say that the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not realise that our national 
finance depended on both revenue and ex- 
penditure. We have succeeded in making 
our expenditure elastic, and for the 
first time for many years there has been 
a reduction in Army and Navy expen- 
diture without any diminution in the 
efficiency of either service. Let us take 
what has been done under this inelastic 
system. During the last two years we 
have sanctioned no more expenditure 
under Military Works and Naval Works 
Acts. The amount spent under the 
Naval and Military Works Acts has 
gone down to no more than £2,500,000, 
and next year I believe not a single 
penny will be spent under them, and 
the capital expenditure will now be 
borne boldly on the annual Vote. That 
is one example of the way in which 
this inelastic system of ours has been 
expanded. Take the Sinking Fund. In 
1905 the Sinking Fund was destroved. 
In 1996-7 the Sinking Fund was made 
effective to the extent of nearly 
£10,000,000, and in 1907-8 it will be 
made effective by over £14,000,000. In 
addition to that, during that period we 
have succeeded in reducing taxation on 
tea, coal, and incomes. That 
alone is sufficient proof that the system 
which the right hon. Gentleman f 


earned 


found 
inelastic has been found by his successors 
to be the most elastic system in the world. 
The right hon. Gentleman is an advocate 
of broadening the basis of taxation. 


My right hon. friend the President of the | 


Board of Education put his own inter- 


pretation on that phrase, and it was the | 


interpretation, namely, 
that the basis of taxation was to be 
found in the taxpayer. What is meant 
by broadening the basis of taxation is 
that there should be a greater variety of 
indirect taxes. I will give the House some 
idea of the effect of broadening the basis 
of taxation in the early part of the nine- 
teenth century, when the tariff was formed 
Mr. Runciman. 


only _ sensible 


{COMMONS} 
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by William Pitt, Sir Robert Peel, Sir F. 
Baring, and George Canning, all scientific 
financiers. The scientific tariff of those 
days covered a large number of articles. 
In 1821 no less than 1,709 articles ap- 
peared on the tariff. In 1842 the number 
was 886. In almost every year that 
followed a large number of articles were 
taken off the tariff, and the number was 
reduced to 389 in 1859 and to 112 in 1863. 
At the present time there are something 
like ten classes on which customs are 
levied. During that period the return 
from indirect taxation has remained at 
practically the same amount, of about 
| £23,000,000, until during recent years, 
when it has gone up to £32,000,000; 
showing that as the variety of the tariff 
is diminished the productivity of indirect 
taxation was increased. From the year 
1835 to the vear 1855, the great period 
during which we were narrowing the basis 
of taxation, some nine and one-thiri 
millions of duties were taken off. They 
have removed and the customs 
revenue has not varied during the period 
more than £1,000,000 one way or the 
other. The experience of the nineteent 
century has shown, first, that our 
tariff should be simple; and, secondly, 
that by a simple tariff the cost of collection 
is diminished. The cost of collection in 
this country, with its higher wages, is less 
than in any other civilised country in the 
world. In Germany the total cost 
amounts to no less than 10 per cent. of 
the total duties collected. In France 
it is 7 per cent.; in the United States 
of America 3°5 per cent.: while in the 
United Kingdom it is only 23 per cent. 
The cheapness of the collection is put 
down to the fact that the bulk of the 
‘import duties is collected on a small 
number of articles. What is put forward 
as the alternative to our present fiscal 
system? Four definite proposals have 
been put forward. Every one of them 
|is said by its supporters to provide 
funds not only for a reduction in direct 
| taxation, but sufficient to carry through 
some of the great social reforms which 
are now looked for. The first is 
| that there should be a 5 per cent. 
| duty on all imports into this country. 
Then there is another subject of a 
kindred nature which also received the 
| blessing of Mr. Deakin at the Colonial 
Conference, and that is a proposal for a 
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1 per cent. duty on foreign imports into 
the Empire for Imperial purposes. In 
the United Kingdom such a duty would 
produce £4,500,000 sterling ; in Australia 
it would produce—the inequality is worth 
noting—£100,000: in New Zealand 
£90,000; in Canada £400,000. What is 
the £4,500,000 for the United Kingdom to 
do in the way of reducing income-tax or 
providing funds for social reform? If 
ased as Mr. Deakin intends, it will be used 
for another purpose. If used for a 14d. 
reduction in the income-tax there will be 
absolutely nothing for old age pensions. 
{nother proposal is that we should have 
duties on corn, meat, and other food- 


stuffs. We have had experience of a 
luty on corn. It produced £2,500,000 
sterling. That would be sufficient to 


wipe off something less than Id. of the 
income-tax, and would provide nothing 
or social reform. Another proposal i 
that there should be a duty of 10 per 
ent. on foreign manufactured goods 
imported into this country. The total 
produce of this duty would be something 
like £13,000,000, if the goods came in. 
That would be sufficient to provide the 
poor of this country, over sixty-five years 
fage, with a pension of 2s. 6d. a week, and 
iothing would remain for the relief of the 
neome-tax payers. Such proposals as have 
been put forward in concrete terms by 
‘ight hon. Gentlemen opposite would not 
provide for any of the great schemes 
vhich under a free trade Budget I 
believe we shall be able to carry 
out in the ordinary course, if 
lowed to carry out our intentions. 
It has been suggested that we have some- 
how been responsible for the Colonies 
bargaining with each other behind our 
backs. If they are prepared to bargain 
behind our backs for a reduction of their 
tariffs I do not see why we need grumble. 
A great deal of rubbish has been talked 
bout trading with the Colonies. We do 
not trade with the Colonies, but with 


merchants who inhabit the Colonies. 
And let it be remembered that the 
Australian corn-grower, wool-grower, 


wine-grower, or manufacturer is no more 
entitled to consideration from this Govern- | 
ment than the poor who inhabit our 
sreat towns. The hon. Gentleman em- 
barked on a discussion as to the views 
of Cobden when he advocated free 
trade and negotiated the French Treaty. 


{14 May 1907} 
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Here are Cobden’s own words, as set out 
in the ‘‘ Life of Gladstone’’ by my 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
for India— 


‘*T will undertake that there is not a syllable 
of our treatv that is inconsistent with the 
soundest principles of free trade.” 


The Government and its supporters 
advocate free trade, not because of our 
adherence to a theory or doctrine, but 


because of its business advantages. We 


believe it to be good business for our 
manufacturers, our carriers, and our 


consumers. In the long run an import 
duty tends to delay a fall in the price 
of the imported commodities, and it also 
accelerates a rise in the price which the 
consumer is bound sooner or later to 
pay. Ifthe consumer does not pay, who 
pays? Is it the foreigner? [** Yes.’’] 
If the foreigner pays 10 per cent. on 
manufactured goods, why do we not 
put on 100 per cent. when we are about 
it? If the foreigner pays the import 
duties it is clear that the price in this 
country will not rise, and if the price 
will not rise it is certain that the 
Colonists cannot get an effective pre- 
ference here, and that we must go on 
with that import duty until the 
price is affected in order to give 
an advantage to the Colonies. If 
the foreigner paysand not the consumer, 
will the hon. Gentleman kindly tell me 
why raw material should be excluded, 
or bacon, or maize? The truth is that 
hon. Gentlemen opposite are insecure. 
They have some doubts in their own 
minds as to some duties which would 
in some way be paid by the consumer. 
The real fact with regard to our trading 


position is that we buy foreign goods 
| because we want them. We rely on 
foreign countries because they supply 


what we want. We wish to draw our sup- 
plies from the widest possible markets in 
order that those who devise and conduct 
* corners ” shall find their operations the 
sooner broken. The Government believe 
in the broadest possible basis of supply, 
in the policy of abundance, and not of 
restriction. It seems strange that after 
| last session and the controversy of the 
‘last five or six years it should still be 
necessary to point out the particular 
individual position of this Kingdom. 
But if you look through history you will 
find that the two great industrial marvels 
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of the world are our cotton and shipping 
industries. Three thousand miles away 
from its source of supply you will find 
the greatest cotton industry ever known; 
£14,000,000 was invested in new mills in 
Lancashire last year, I am told. It is 
increasing by leaps and bounds at a 
when America with its natural 
advantages might be expected to 
beat us. So far it has done nothing of 
the kind, but once you jeopardise the 


time 


cause of free trade you jeopardise the 
prosperity of the cotton industry. I 
need scarcely refer to our shipping, but 
as to that we have succeeded in building 
up the most wonderful shipping industry 
ever known. It exceeds the total ton- 
nage of the rest of the world, and it is 
dependent for the first conditions of suc- 


cess on our free trade policy. So success- 
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ful have we been in fostering exports 
and imports that they exceed those of 
the United States, of Germany, or of 
France, per head of the population, and 
are still increasing. Surely, in face of 
these circumstances, the man who would 
lay his hand on this delicate machinery 
deserves the reprobation and not the 
approbation of the country. Our present 
fiscal system is financially sound, and any 
departure from it will be commercially 
and socially unprofitable. Those who will 
suffer most will be not the rich, but the 
poor, who already have difficulty enough 
to endure the ordinary stress of life. 


Question put. 


—Aves, 376; 


No. 167.) 


divided : 
List 


The 


Noes, 


House 
108. (Division 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 
Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry,RedmondJ.(Tyrone,N. 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, SirJ. Williams(Devonp’t 
Benn, W.(T’ w’rHamlets,S8.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram,; Julius 
Bethell,SirJ. H.( Essex, Romf’rd 
Bethell,T. R.( Essex,Maldon 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A.C.F. 


Mr. Runciman. 


Bright, J. A. 
Brodie, H. C. 


Cleland, J. W. 


Clynes, J. R. 


Cooper, G. J. 





Cowan, W. H. 


Bowerman, C. W. 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 


Brocklehurst, W. B. 


Brooke, Stopford 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brunner, J. F. L. (Lancs., Leigh 
Bryce, J. Annan 

3uckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Chas. 
Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham,JohnFrederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Rt. Hon. WinstonS. 
Clarke,C.Goddard(Peckham) 


Clough, William 


Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, EGrinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 


Cox, Harold 

Cremer, Wil!!iam Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cresfield, A. H. 

Dalmeny, Lord 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham): 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar,John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dickinson, W.H. (St. Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder,SirJohnP. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon.Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 
Duncan,C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley)” 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall] 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 

| Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henrs 
Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrom) 

Gill, A. H. 
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Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Glendinning, R. G. 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George. Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 
Greenwood,G.(Peterborough 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 

2t. Hon. Sir Edward 


Grey, 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard, B. 


Hall, Frederick 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r.) 
Harmsworth, RL (Caithn’ss-sh. ) 
Hart- oa "Fn if 
Harvey. A. G. C. 
Harwood, ¢ reorge 


(Rochdale) 


Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles 8S. 





| 


Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8.) | 


Herbert,T. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart. Sir; Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 


Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
i Clarendon 
dris, T. H. W. 
[ilingworth, Perey H. 


sl Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D, Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones. William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir Ge orge 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 
Lamb,Edmund G.( Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. ( 
Lambert , Georg: 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lea, Hugh Cee il(St. Pancras, E. 
Leese,SirJose »phF. (Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Le vy(E ssex, Harwich 
Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 


Lochester 


Arnold (Wycombe) | 
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Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 
Macdonald,.J.R.( Leicester 
Macdonald,J M(Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
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Macpherson, J. T. 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna,Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren,H.D.(Stafford, W. 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G. Croydon(Launceston | 
Marnham, F. J. 
Massie, J. 
Masterman, C. F. G. 
Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Perc »y Alport 
Mond, A 
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Montgomery, H. G. 
Morgan,G. Hay(Cornwall) 
Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon.ohn 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 
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Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F.( Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) | 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r | 
Nolan, Joseph 
Norton,Capt.Cecil William | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ry Mid 
O’Connor. John (Kildare, N. 
O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Grady, J. 

O’ Kelly, James(R¢ 
O'Malley, William 
Parker, James { Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Lime house 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye 
Philipps,Col.Ivor(S’thampton 
Philipps,J Wynford( Pembroke 
Philipps.Owen C.( Pembroke 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E. 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E. B.( Bradford, E. 
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Radford, G. H. 
Rainy, A. Rolland 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro” 
Rees, J. D. 
Rendall, Athelstan 
Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards. Thomas(W.Monm’th 
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Richardson, A. 
Rickett, J. a 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, : ‘harles H. (Lincoln 
Roberts.G.H.( Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee 
Robertson, SirG.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J.M.(Tyneside) 
tobinson, S. 
Robson,Sir William Snowdon 
20e, Sir Thomas 
Rogers. F. E. Newm in 
tose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, V.H.( Brentford) 


| Samuel,Herbert §..(Cleveland) 


S —— S. M. (Whitechapel) 
earisbrick. T. T. L. 

cna, C. Duncan (Hyde) 

Schwann, SirC. E.(Manchester) 

Scott, A.H.(Ashton-under-Lyne 

J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, a. 

Shackleton, David James 

Shaw,CharlesEdw.(Stafford) 

Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 

Sherwell, Arthur James 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 

tt. Hon. John 

Donald Mackenzie 


Sears, 


Smeaton, 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 
| Stanger, H. Y 


Stanley,Hn.A. Ly ulph(Chesh. } 
Steadman, W. 


Stewart, Halley anil k) 


Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 


Strachey, Sir Edward 

| Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerheil, T. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor,Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,SirEdward (Salisbury) 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas. SirA.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J. W.H(Somerset,E, 
Thorne, Wiiliam 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles 
Ure, Alexander 


-hilips 
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Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 


Finance 


Walton,Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward.John (Stoke uponTrent 
Ward, W. Dudley(Southampt’n 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, Henry A. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 


Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hon.SirH. 


Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, RtHn. A.J(City Lond.) 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Baring,Capt. Hn.G({ Winchester 
Barrie,H.T.(Londonderry,N.) 
Beach,Hn. MichaelHughHicks 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. 
Coates, E.Feetham( Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt.Hn.J.( Birmingh’m 
Corkett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,CaptainJames(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 

Duncan, Robert( Lanark.Gov’n 
Faber, George Denison (York) 


Main Question put. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 


Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 





| 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) | 


{COMMONS} 


Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

| Whitbread, Howard 

| White, George (Norfolk) 

| White,J.D.(Dumbartonshire) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| White, Patrick (Meath, North 
| Whitehead, Rowland 
| 

| 


Whitley, John Henry( Halifax) 
Whittaker,SirThomasPalmer 


Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, Hon.C.H.W.(Hull,W.) 


Wilson, Henry J. (York. W.R.) | 


NOES. 


Faber.Capt. W. V.(Hants, W. ) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 


| Haddock, George R. 
Hardy.Laurence (Kent,Ashfo'd 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Heaton, John Henniker 


Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edmd’s 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lee. Arthur H. (Hants, Fareh’m 
Liddell, Henry 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long. Rt.Hn.Walter(Dublin.S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW. 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Moore, William 


Che 
| Noes, 54. 


AYES. 


Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 


) 


Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 


House 
(Division List No. 


| 
| 








Bill. 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N. ) 
Wilson; P. W. (St. Pancras, §.} 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton 
Winfrey, R. 

Wedehouse, Lord 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR 
Whiteley and 
Pease. 


THE AYES—Mr, 
Br. oR: 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, Wm.G.(Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike ( Darlington 
Percy, Ear] 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson,JohnFrederickPeel 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sheffield,Sir Berkeley George D. 
Smith, F. E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Starkey, John R. 
Staveley-Hill, Henry(Staff’sh. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walker,Col. W. H( Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lione! 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Aves, 304; 
108.) 


divided : 


Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst ; 
Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Benn,Sir J. William( Devonport) 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,8.Geo. 
Bennett E. N. 
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Birr 
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Fulle 
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Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. ©. 

Brooke, Stopford | 
Brunner, J. F. L. (Lancs, Leigh) | 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
(Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron. Robert 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton, Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
(Cawley. Sir Frederick 

Channing, Sir Francis Allston | 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Rt. Hn. Winston 8. 
Clarke, (. Goddard (Peckham) | 
(Cleland, J. W. | 








T. Glen (Renfrew.W.) | 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirW m..J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett.C. H(Sussex,E.Grinst’d | 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cowan, W. H. 

(ox, Harold 

(Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalmenv, Lord 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N., | 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) | 
Dunne,Major E.Martin( Walsall | 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 
Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
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Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn.Herbert John 
Glendinning, R. G. 

Goddard, Danie! Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) | 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harmsworth, R. L(Caithn’ss-sh) 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon..S.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hohouse, Charles E. H. 
Hogan, Michael 


| Holden, E. Hopkinson 


Holland, Sir William Henry 
Holt, Richard Durning 


| Hooper, A. G. 


Horniman, Emslie John 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jackson, R. 8S. 


| Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 


Jardine, Sir J. 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea) 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E. 
Leese,Sir JosephF.( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever,A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 


| Macdonald, J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs) | 


Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 





Bill. 


Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, Je 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alport 

Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall!) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, James 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson,Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Philipps,Col. Ivor (S’thampton) 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pemb’oke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price,Robert John (Norfolk, E. 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E. B.( Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Waiter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson,Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir G. Scott( Bradf’d 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
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| Roe, Sir Thomas 


Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland ) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Searisbrick, T. T. L. 

Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Sir C. E.(Mancheste:) 
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Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Bal! 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Stanger, H. Y. 


Adjourn ment 


Steadman, W. C. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barnes, G. N. 


Barrie,H. T. (Londonderry, N.) | 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bowerman, ©. W. 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Brace, William 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Cave, George 

Clynes, J. R. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crooks, William 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Du Cros, Harvey 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Govan 
Gill, A. H. 


Glover, Thomas 


Bill read a second 
mitted to a Committee 


House for To-morrow. 








| 
| 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. ) | 


time, and com- 


of the 





{COMMONS} 


Tennant,Sir Edward (Salisbury 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 


Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Waring, Walter 
Wason,Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow. D.S. 

Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 


NOES. 


Hall, Frederick 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hodge, John 

Hudson, Walter 


Jenkins, J. 


Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macpherson, J. T. 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Murphy, John 

O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Grady, J. 

O'Malley, Wiiliam 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 


Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel | 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 


Whole 
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White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Hon. C. H.W.(Hull,W.) 
Wilson,Henry J.(York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §,) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Seddon, J. 

Shackleton, David James 
Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Smith,F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thorne, William 


| Turnour, Viscount 


Walsh, Stephen 


| Wardle, George J. 
| Watt, Henry A. 


Vilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Arthur Henderson and Mr. 
George Roberts. 


Duty on contributions by limited partners 


in pursuance of any Act of the present 


Session to establish Limited Partnerships 


(King’s Recommendation signified), To- 


morrow.)—( Mr. Whiteley.) 


PUBLIC HEALTH BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed to 


a Standing Committee. 


LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS !STAMP 


DUTY}. 


Committee to consider of authorising 


And, it being after half-past Eleven of 


the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the 


House without Question put, pursuant 


the imposition of an ad valorem Stamp 


| to the Standing Order. 


Adjourned at four minutes before 


Twelve o’clock. 
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92] Naturalis:tion, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Wednesday, 15th May, 1907, 
The Viscount Goschen sat first in 


Parliament after the death of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Worthing Gas Bill, Read 2°, 
committed. 


_ posed by the Committee of Selection. 


Gas Bill ; Bristol Corporation Bill ; Brig- 
- house Corporation Bill ; Pasley Children 
S Legitimisation Bill [H.1.]. Read 2%, and 
> committed. 


Member 


:* Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven 
> Construction and Working Company, 
« Limited, Bill [H.u.]. Read 3*; Amend- 


= ments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


ALTON MILITARY HOSPITAL. 


: Moved, that the order made on the 
“0th March last “That this House will 
“not receive any petition for a Private 
> Bill later than Thursday, the 2nd day of 
= May next” be dispensed with, and that 
sleave be given to the right hon. Sir 
: William Purdie Treloar, Knight, Lord 
: Mayor of the City of London, to present 
Sa peticion praying for leave to introduce 
“a Bill “to enable the Alton Military 
$ Hospital to be utilised for the purposes 
:of a cripples’ colleze,” agreed to. 
> Petition, together with a copy of the pro- 
~ posed Bill annexed thereto, read, and 


. 


S ° ° 
: referred to the Examiners. 


coh indie 


< PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 


CONFIRMATION BILLS. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 
92 and 93 be suspended; and that the 
time for depositing petitions praying to 
be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills, also the 
time for depositing Documents relating 
to any Order under the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, | 
which would otherwise expire during the 
adjournment of the House at Whitsuntide 
be extended to the first day on which 
the House shall sit after the Recess. 


Marriages Provisional Order Bill; 
Metropolitan Police Provisional Order | 


VOL. CLXXIV. [FourtH SERIEs. | 
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| COMPENSATION 


and 
The Committee to be pro- | 


Burnley Corporation Bill; Shanklin | 
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sill. House in Committee (according to 

order) ; Bills reported without Amend- 

ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3* To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FOR 
DISEASES. 
Report of the Departmental Commit- 
tee on Compensation for Industrial 
Diseases ; Report, minutes of evidence, 
and appendices. 


INDUSTRIAL 


TRADE REPORTS, ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 3784. United States (Hawaii) ; 

No. 3785. Greece (Trade, ete. of 
Pirzeus and district) ; 

No. 3786. Greece (Corfu, Cephalonia, 
and Zante) ; 

No. 3787. Roumania. 

FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 

Twenty-fifth Annual Report of the 
Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the 
year 1906. Part I. General Report. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


EMPLOYMENT OF WOMEN BILL [#.1.}. 
PRIZE COURTS BILL [H.L,]. 

Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


NATURALISATION. 

Eart RUSSELL: My Lords, I rise 
to call attention to some incidents of 
naturalisation in the United Kingdom 
and in the Colonies, and to ask the Lord 
Chancellor whether he will introduce 
legislation with a view to removing 
doubts as to the effect of naturalisation 
and anomalies in the status of naturalised 
sritish subjects. 

The Act of 1870, which deals with 
naturalisation in this country, has certain 
provisions for effecting the naturalisation 
of aliens in the United Kingdom, and it 


| contains, among others, a provision, to 


which I take it there can be no excep- 
tion, to the effect that the person so 
naturalised shall be entitled to all the 
rights, powers and privileges, and so on, 
to which a natural born British subject 
is entitled, with this qualification, that he 


2K 
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hall not within the limits of the foreign 


State of which he was a subject be| 


deemed to be a British subject unless he 
has ceased to be a subject of that State. 
That avoids what might be unfortunate 
conflicts between the country of his origin 
and this country. 


But the provision to which I wish to 
call your Lordships’ attention is at the 
beginning of-Section 7, to the effect that 


an alien who takes advantage of the | 


Naturalisation Act will in the United 
Kingdom be entitled to all the rights, 
powers, and privileges, etc. On 
face of it such a provision would appear 


the | 


{LORDS} 
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status of naturalised British subjects. [ 
can quite understand that it might not 
be possible to introduce legislation with- 
out consulting the Colonies, but I think 
the matter is one which should receive 
immediate attention. 


Naturalisation. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
LoreBuRN): My Lords, the Question 
which the noble Earl has asked relates 
to a most complicated subject. A study 
of the laws of marriage and of naturalisa- 
tion together is enough to drive an 
ordinary person to distraction. In 
regard to the question of naturalisation, 


I admit there are undoubted anomalies 


to mean that he is not a British subject | 


anywhere except in the United Kingdom, 
and the unfortunate person who 


has | 


taken advantage of that Act is left in| 


considerable uncertainty as to his status 
and nationality. Such a man would be 
a British subject in the United Kingdom 
but not in the country of his origin unless 
a treaty with that country allowed it. 
He may, and probably would, be a 
British subject in some other foreign 
country, but what is the status of this 
unfortunate person in any other part of 
British Possessions or in our Colonies 4 
Is he a British subject in Australia, or in 
India ; and, if he is not, what is he? 
That is a position which presents con- 
siderable difficulty. 


The Acts of most of the Colonies 
contain similar provisions to the effect 
that the naturalisation shall only take 
effect within the limits of the Colony, 
and that a person naturalised in the 
Colony acquires the rights of a British 
subject only within the Colony, a sort 
of local naturalisation. What his status 
would be elsewhere is not 
In these days, when we are anxious to 
draw our Colonies closer, this matter 
might be set right by some legislation 
providing that if a man is a British 
subject here he shall be a 
subject throughout the British Empire. 


3ritish | 
of introducing legislation on the subject. 


defined. | 


It was for the purpose of drawing | 


attention to those anomalies that I 


placed this Notice on the Paper. 


It is | 


desirable that the principle of Civis | 


Romanus sum should extend throughout 


the Empire, and I desire to ask the Lord | 


Chancellor whether he will 


introduce | 


legislation with a view to removing | 


doubts as to the effect of naturalisation | 
and to set right these anomalies in the | 


Earl Russell. 


such as the noble Earl has referred to, 
A person naturalised as a British subject 
within the United Kingdom may, accord- 
ing to some opinions, be considered a 
3ritish subject all the world over, but 
if naturalised in one of our Colonies that 
naturalisation only takes effect within 
the limits of the area of that particular 
Colony. That is, of course, a very great 
anomaly, and is fatal to the idea of 
unity of citizenship within the British 
dominions. 


Of course, the first and obvious sugges- 
tion would be to pass a law authorising 
naturalisation all over the British 
dominions to any person naturalised in 
any part of those dominions. That seen:s 
very nice in theory, but in practice it can- 
not bedone. In Australasia, for instance, 
it has been resolved to have a white 
Australia, and Australia will not accept 
the naturalisation of a coloured person 
naturalised in any other part of the 
British dominions. And so it is in New 


Zealand. This is only one of the multi- 
tude of difficulties surrounding — the 


question and practically bringing about 
an impasse, 


In the circumstances the noble Earl 
will not be surprised if I say that the 
Government have no immediate intention 


I may, however, inform the noble Karl 
that this matter was brought before the 
Colonial Conference, and, after some 
discussion—not very much— during which 
the difficulties mentioned by the noble 
Earl were referred to, it was agreed that 
there should be a subsidiary conference 
for the purpose of considering the whole 
of this intricate, difficult question, and to 
see whether anything could be done in 
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the direction of unifying the laws of 
naturalisation and common citizenship all | 
over His Majesty’s dominions. The | 
matter stands in that position at present. | 
I hope some good may arise from the | 
deliberations of the subsidiary conference, | 
but I can assure the noble Earl that no 
more thorny question could be imagined | | 
than that upon which it is about to| 


embark. | 
| 
| 


| Bill ; 
| County 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My | 
Lords, I should like to ask the noble | 
Earl the President of the Council 
whether he cannot allow a longer interval 
before taking the Second Reading of the 
Bill which he introduced last night en- | 
abling women to sit on public bodies. 
The Bill is down for Second Reading on 
30th May, two days after we reassemble, 
but in view of the importance of the 
debate that will take place upon it, I 
think a little longer time should be 
allowed. 


(15 May 1907} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 15th May, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 
| Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—_—_—_——— 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Leeds Corporation Bill; London 
Council (Money) Bill. Man- 
chester Ship Canal (Bridgewater Canal) 
Bill [Lords]. As amended, -considered ; 
to be read the third time. 


PRIVATE BILLS, &e. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 
128, and 230 be suspended, and that 
the time for depositing Petitions and 
Memorials against Private Bills, or 
against any Bill to confirm any Provi- 
sional Order or Provisional Certificate, 
and for depositing duplicates of any 


| Documents relating to any Bill to con- 


_ firm any Provisional Order or Provisional 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The EArt oF CREWE): 
My Lords, I need not say that I am 
entirely in the hands of the House in 
this matter. Although the subject- 
matter of the Bill is important, it is an 
exceedingly short Bill; it is by no means 
of an intricate character, and the points | 
to be debated, although, of course, of | 
great importance, are not numerous. 
However, if the noble and learned Lord | 
desires to have the Second Reading post- 
poned for a short time, and noble Lords 
opposite agree with him, I will certainly 
put it down for a later day. 


THE Eart or HALSBURY: Although | 
I quite follow what the noble Earl | 
says as to its being a short Bill, still 
there is considerable difference of opinion 
in regard to it, and I think the day | 
proposed for taking the Second Reading | 
is a little too soon after the House 
reassembles, 


THE Eart oF CREWE: I will put the | 
Bill down for a later day. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


House adjourned at a quarter | 


before Five o’clock, till | 
To-morrow, half - past Ten | 
o'clock. 


Certificate, also for depositing at the 
Private Bill Office all Documents relating 


' to any Order under the Private Legisla- 


tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, be 
extended to the first day on which the 
House shall sit after the Recess.—(7he 
Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to regulate and facilitate the 
increase of the capital of the Simon-- 
Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven Construc- 
tion and Working Company, Limited ; 
and for other purposes.” [Simon-Carv es 
Bye-Product Coke Oven Construction and 
Working Company, Limited, Bill 
{Lords}. 

Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven 
Construction and Working Company, 
Limited, Bill [Lords]. Read the first 


| time; and referred to the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills. 
| 


PETITIONS. 
COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Wombwell Main, in 
' favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


o- S 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Langholm, for alteration ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: from Bristol ; 
Edgbaston ; Enfield; Prestbury ; and, 
Wortham ; to lie upon the Table. 


MUNICIPAL MILK DEPOTS BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF 
MAINTENANCE). 
Petition from Wem, for legislation ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
WEEKLY REST DAY BILL. 
Petition from London, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Twenty - fifth 
Annual Report of the Fishery Board for 


Scotland, being for the year 1906. Part 
I., General Report [by Command]; to lie 


upon the Table. 


COMPENSATION FOR INDUSTRIAL 
DISEASES. 


{COMMONS} 





Copy presented, of Report of the | 


Departmental Committee on Compensa- 
tion for Industrial Diseases. Report, 
Minutes of Evidence, and Appendices 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3784 to 3790 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SINKING FUNDS. 

Account presented, of the Commis- 
sioners for the reduction of the National 
Debt, showing the amount received and 
applied in the year ended 31st March, 
1907, in respect of the Old and New 
Sinking Funds [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 155.] 
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ax 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


Temporary Laws, Register of Tem. 


porary Laws for the Second Session, 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S | ed nda 
| Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 


Twenty-eighth Parliament, of the United 
“ ’ 
pursuant to the Report of the Select 
Committee on Expiring Laws in session 
1866 ; to be printed. |No. 156.] 


ROYAL COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS, 

Address for “ Return of the Memo- 
randum of the Royal College of Physicians 
in May, 1905, on Plague.”—(Dr. Ruther- 
ford.) 

QUESTIONS AND 
CIRCULATED WITH 


ANSWERS 
THE VOTES. 


Indian Disturbances—Land Revenue 

ystem. 

Mr. C. J. ODONNELL (Newington, 
Walworth): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether, in connection 
with the recent rioting in the Punjab, 
said to be due to enhancement of the 
land tax, he has considered the Report of 
Mr. S. S. Thorburn, Revenue Commis- 
sioner of the Punjab, that in 1891 he 
found, after a house-to-house investigation 
of the condition of the peasantry over an 
area of 1,000 square miles, quite half the 
old agriculturists already ruined beyond 
redemption in 126 villages by the system 
of land revenue administration in force; 


| and whether he can state by how much 


the land tax of the Punjab has increased 
since 1891. 


(Ansue red by Mr. Secre tary Morley.) 
I have seen the Report referred to, but | 
do not gather from it that Mr. Thorburn 
attributed to the pressure of the land 
revenue the indebtedness which he found 
existing in the villages examined by hin. 
On the contrary, he described the assess: 
ments made after 18455 as having left a 
large margin of profit to the owners, 
thereby raising their credit and _facili- 
tating the contraction of debt. Since he 
reported restrictions have been placed on 
the power of the transfer of land, and the 
collection of the land revenue has been 
made more elastic. In the districts form- 
ing the Punjab the land revenue was 
£1,500,000 in 1891, and is_ now 
£1,925,000. The increase is chiefly due 
to extension of cultivation and irrigation 
in the canal tracts. In the canal colonies 





an 


ha 


8a! 
ea 
fo. 
fo 
Bi 


Se 
sp 
an 
Mc 


Wil 


ho} 
dis 
an 
enc 





‘em- 
sion, 
ited 
ind, 
‘lect 
sion 


S. 

‘mo- 
ians 
ther- 


ES. 


ton, 

ot 
tion 
jab, 
the 
t of 
mis- 

he 
pion 

an 
the 
ond 
tem 
ce ; 
uch 


sed 


el.) 
it I 
urn 
and 
md 
‘im, 


@SS- 


ers, 
cili- 

he 

on 
the 
eell 
rm- 
was 
10W 
due 


ries 








929 Questions. 


alone nearly 2,000,000 acres have been 
brought under cultivation since 1891. 


Indian Budget—Issue of Explanatory 
Memorandum. 

Mr. ANNAN’ BRYCE (Inverness 
3urghs): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether the Memorandum ex- 
planatory of the Indian Budget is pre- 
pared in India or in London ; whether 
either the document itself or the materials 
for its preparation have been for some 
time in the possession of the India Office ; 
and whether, in the future, he will 
arrange, if it be prepared in India, that it 
be issued immediately after receipt, or, if 
it be prepared in London, that it be 
issued within a reasonable time after 
receipt of the materials so that there may 
be allowed, as was done last year, as long 
an interval as possible for the study of 
its contents before the discussion on the 
Indian Budget is taken. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The Explanatory Memorandum by the 
Secretary of State for India is prepared 
in London. The materials from which it 
is compiled have been in the possession 
of the India Office for about one month, 
within which time the Memorandum (a 
blue-book of thirty-eight pages) has been 
prepared and printed. The proof was 
approved by me on the &th instant, the 
earliest date on which the Memorandum 
has been approved during the twenty-one 
years since it was first published. I have 
satisfied myself that its completion at an 
earlier date cannot reasonably be asked 
for. It will be in the hands of Members 
for a considerable period before the 
Budget discussion. 


Progress of India—Date of Publication 
of Blue-book. 


Mr. ANNAN BRYCE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for India when the 
speeches made on the Budget in Calcutta, 
and the annual volume entitled the 
Moral and Material Progress of India, 
will be distributed to Members. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) I 
hope that the Budget Statement will be 
distributed to-morrow, and the Moral 


and Material Progress Statement by the 
end of the week. 


{15 May 1907! 
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Cyne, up ys Trade Route from North 
ast Assam to Sze-chuan. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh. Mid.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether it is intended to open up 
negotiations with China for the opening 
of a trade route along the ancient road 
from the north-east corner of Assam, via 
Rima, into the Chinese provinces of 
Sze-chuan. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The Answer is in the negative. The 
Government of India have no intention 
of opening up the trade route mentioned. 


Crews of His Majesty's — «Mars ” 

and *‘ Hannibal. 

Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whence the men were drawn to complete 
the crews of the battleships ‘‘ Mars ” and 
* Hannibal” of the Devonport Division 
of the Home Fleet, temporarily replacing 
the “‘Commonwealth ” and “ Dominion ” 
in the Channel Fleet. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Lobertson.) 
The men to complete the crews of the 
Mars” and * Hannibal” were drawn 
from the crews of the ‘“* Commonwealth ”’ 
and ‘“ Dominion,” respectively. 


Chatham and Sheerness Torpedo Boat 
otilla. 


Mr. NIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he will state the 
age, tonnage, speed, and armament of 
the torpedo boats forming the torpedo 
boat flotilla in commission at Sheerness 
and Chatham; whether any, and which, 
of them are manned with full crews. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
I regret that I am unable to give the 
hon. Member the information he asks for, 
as it would not be in the public interest 
that the details of our defences in the 
naval ports should be made public. 


Promotion of Telegraphists at Edinburgh. 

Mr. A. DEWAR (Edinburgh, 8.) : To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
accordance with his wishes that all 
telegraphists shall, as far as possible, be 
given equal opportunities to qualify for 


promotion, he will direct that all fully 


- qualified telegraphists at Edinburgh shall, 
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by a rotary system, be placed on those 
writing duties the performance of which 
are held to be necessary qualifications for 
the position of overseer. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 1 
am sorry to be unable to add anything to 
the Answer I gave to a Question on the 
same subject which the hon. Member put 
to me on the 7th instant.7 


Hours of Labour at Deptford Dockyard. 

Mr. BOWERMAN (Deptford): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, inasmuch as the men employed 
in His Majesty’s dockyards, with the ex- 
ception of Deptford, are working the 
same hours all the year through, he will 
consider the propriety of extending the 
same principle to the men employed in 
Deptford Dockyard. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The question of extending this principle 
to Deptford Victualling Yard was con- 
sidered at the time, but the lighting 
arrangements at that yard do not at 
present render such a course practicable. 


Mr. BOWERMAN: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
will consider the desirability of granting 
to the men employed at the Deptford 
Victualling Yard the same holiday as is 
granted to the men employed at Wool- 


Factory at Pimlico on the occasion of His 
Majesty’s birthday. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
It is not desirable that the practice at 
Deptford Victualling Yard, with regard 
to the observance of His Majesty’s birth- 
day, should differ from that adopted in 
other naval establishments in the United 
Kingdom. 


Mr. BOWERMAN: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether, in view 
of the fact that the Lords of the Admiralty 
have visited all His Majesty’s dockyards 
with the exception of Deptford, it is the 
intention of their Lordships to pay a visit 
to that dockyard ; or, failing such visit, 
will the Admiralty be prepared to receive 
a deputation from the men employed in 
Deptford Dockyard. : 





+ See (4) Debates, elxxiv., 204. 


{COMMONS} 
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(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
Deptford is no longer included amongst 
the royal dockyards, and the Board of 
Admiralty officially visit only the great 
dockyard establishments for the purpose 
of hearing petitions. 


Sanitary Condition of Post Offices in the 
City of London. 

Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether during the early 
part of the year a Home Office official was 
deputed to make an inspection of various 
post offices in the City of London, with 
respect to their sanitary condition ; and, 
if so, whether his Report is now ready 
for publication. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
In January last, at the request of my 
right hon. friend the Postmaster-General, 
I instructed one of His Majesty’s Inspec- 
tors of Factories to inspect and report 
upon certain post offices in the City of 
London. His Report was transmitted to 
the Postmaster-General last month. It 
is for the Postmaster-General to decide 
what subsequent steps shall be taken, 


Irish Solicitors’ Licence Duty. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
can say whether he has received a copy 
of a resolution from the Northern Law 


. | Society in Ireland protesting against the 
wich Arsenal and the Army Clothing | | : : Se 


continuance of the licence duty payable 
by solicitors in Ireland ; if so, whether it 
is his intention to abolish this tax ; and, 
if not, why. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if he can say 
whether he has received a memorial from 
the council of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Ireland, praying that the 
annual duties payable by solicitors in 
Treland, under the provisions of the 
Stamp Act of 1891, be abolished from 
and after the 5th day of January, 1908; 
and whether he proposes to take steps to 
do so. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if his attention has been called 
to a resolution from the Northern Law 
Society of Ireland praying for the aboli- 
tion of the licence duty payable by 











932 


tson.) 
ongst 
rd of 
preat 
pose 


i the 


_ ask 
[ome 
arly 
| was 
rious 
with 
and, 


sady 


one.) 
my 
eral, 
pec- 
port 
y of 
d to 
It 
cide 
cen, 


To 
he 
py 
aw 
the 
ble 
r it 
nd, 


an: 








933 Questions. 


solicitors ; and, if so, will he consider the | 
advisability of removing this tax — 
is not paid by any other profession. | 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) I have | 
received the memorial and the resolution | 
referred to, and I have given careful con- | 
sideration to the arguments advanced in | 
favour of the abolition of this licence | 
duty. Nothing has, however, been urged | 
against the duty which is not in my 
opinion equally applicable to many other | 
licence duties of a more or less similar | 
character, nor is there any sufficient | 
reason for treating Ireland differently as 
regards this matter from other portions | 
of the United Kingdom. Ido not, there- 
fore, see my way to taking any steps | 
unless and until an opportunity arises of | 
revising local taxation licences as a whole. | 


Irish Council Bill—Income of the Eight | 
Departments. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, | 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state the present annual income of 
the eight Departments proposed to be 
dealt with in his Irish Council Bill under 
the heads of endowment, interest on | 
invested capital, Parliamentary grants, | 
and Exchequer contribution, and any | 
other sources. 


{15 May 1907} 
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property of the Woods and Forests 
Department, the number of such that 
are let for private fishing, and the number 
over which anglers in gereral have a 


right to fish. 


Questions. 


(Answered hy Mr. Sinclair.) I am unable 
to give particulars of all the inland lochs, 
rivers, and burns in Scotland in which 
fishing for salmon takes place, and as to 
which the right to fish might on full in- 
vestigation be found to be the property 
of the Crown, but the particulars of the 
lochs, rivers, and burns as to which the 
Crown’s title to salmon fishings has been 
admitted, and which are let, are as 


| follows :—Aberdeenshire : parts of Rivers 


Don, Dee, Ythan, and Fourdoun Burn ; 
3erwickshire : parts of Rivers Whitadder 
and Blackadder ; Dumfriesshire : parts of 


| River Cairn and Dalwhat Water ; Fife- 


shire: part of River Eden ; Forfarshire : 


| part of River Isla ; Inverness-shire : parts 


of Rivers Morar and Caime and various 
small streams and lochs in the parish of 
Glenelg; Perthshire: parts of Rivers 


| Teith and Allan; Rossshire: part of 


River Allness. The number of lettings 
in force is seventeen, and in two cases 
the lessees are under terms to grant 
licences to fish to the public. With 
these two exceptions lettings are for 
private fishing. The fishings are in most 


| cases of very little value and the rents, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) A Return 
which I intend shortly to lay upon the 
Table will include the information asked | 
for. | 


with a few exceptions, nominal. There 
are no cases in which anglers in general 
have a right to fish for salmon. 


| Whisky Frauds in Ireland—Arrest of the 


Irish Council Bill—Electoral Divisions. 
Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.): To ask | 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland if he will say whether the 
proposed distribution of electoral divisions 
given in Schedule 1 of the Irish Councils 
Bill is made on the basis of population. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) In fixing 
the number of members for each of the | 
counties and county boroughs regard was 
had, so far as possible, to the respective 
populations. 


Salmon Fisheries in Scotland—Public 
and Private Fishing Rights. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland): | 
To ask the Secretary for Scotland if he | 
can give the names of the lochs, rivers, | 
and burns in which salmon fishing takes | 
place in Scotland and which are still the | 


er 
| jneurred 


Secretary of D. E. Williams, Limited. 
Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 


| County, Tullamore): To ask Mr. Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer whether he 1s 
aware that in the case of the Crown 
against D. E. Williams, Limited, of Tulla- 
more, judgment has been marked against 
the secretary of the company as well as 
against the company itself for the sum of 
£65,000 in respect of cumulated penalties 
for irregularities under the 
Spirits Act of 1880 ; whether he is aware 
that the secretary, a mere employee of 
the company and dependent solely upon 
the salary he received, has been placed 
under arrest and lodged in Tullamore 
Gaol, and still detained there, on a 
warrant issued by the sheriff of King’s 
County for failing to satisfy the judg- 
ment ; and whether having regard to the 
inability of this secretary to satisfy the 
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judgment debt for £65,000, the present 
intentions of the Crown as regards him 
can be made known. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The gentle- 
man in question was released on Monday 
the 13th instant. 


Miscellaneous Revenue. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state, outside the ordinary sources of 
Revenue, Customs, Excise, and Post 
Office, what has been the average annual 
amount of miscellaneous revenue for the 
last ten years ; and whether it has been 
applied to Irish purposes, or how it has 
been otherwise expended. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
amounts derived each year from Ireland 
under the head of “ Miscellaneous 
Revenue” are shown in the annual 
Financial Relations Returns. The 
average amount during the last ten years 
has been approximately £120,000. 
These receipts are paid into the. Ex- 
chequer and applied in meeting the 
charges on the Exchequer, including the 
charge for Irish services. 


Irish Quit Rents. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state what is the total 
amount of accumulated funds derived 
from quit rents in Ireland ; how much 
was collected last year and how it has 
been expended ; and whether the Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 
distributing this Irish money amongst 
the county councils of Ireland in aid of 
reafforestation according to the needs and 
capabilities of each county. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) It cannot 
be said that there are any accumulated 
funds derived from quit rents in Ireland. 
As the hon. Member has been informed 
on several occasions, the surplus annual 
income from that source is annually paid 
into the Exchequer, as provided by the 
Crown Lands Acts, and goes in relief of 
general taxation in the United Kingdom, 
and the proceeds of the sale of quit rents 
have, under the Acts, 


same become 


merged in the capital of the land revenues 
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of the Crown, which is invested in land 
in Great Britain and Ireland and jn 
British and Irish stocks. The amount 
collected in 1906-7 was £31,251. This 
money is not by law available for the 
purposes mentioned in the Question. 


Roscrea District Council Loan. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.) : To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Inland Revenue officer at 
Dublin has applied to the Roscrea No. 1 
Rural District Council for payment of 
loan capital duty, at the rate of 2s. 6d. 
per cent. on a recent loan obtained by 
the council from the Irish Land Commis- 
sion, under the Labourers Acts ; will he 
say if this is the first application of the 
kind in Ireland, and if it is proposed to 
assess this duty on all future loans under 
the Acts mentioned; whether he is 
aware that there are 25,000 cottages to 
be built during the current year in Ire- 
land, under improvement schemes now in 
the course of preparation; that each 
cottage will cost about £200; and that 
the loun capital duty (if assessed) will 
entail an unexpected expenditure, under 
these Acts, of more than £6,000 in 
respect of this duty alone; and, having 
regard to the provisions of — the 
Labourers Act of last session, providing 
for the remission of stamp duty, he will 
arrange that this duty will not be 
assessed. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) A claim 
for loan capital duty has been made as 
described. It is one of several, twenty- 
four in all, of which eighteen have been 
settled by recognition of the claim by 
the district councils concerned. Section 
23 of The Labourers (Ireland) Act, 1906, 
which exempts from stamp duty agree- 
ments and certain other instruments, has 
no application to loans effected by 
district councils for purposes of the Act; 
and, under the law as it stands, neither 
the Board of Inland Revenue nor the 
Treasury has power to refrain from 
assessing the loan capital duty. 


Armagh District Council Loan—Delay in 
Sanction. 


Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can explain the delay 
on the part of the Local Government 
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Board in sanctioning the loan in connec- | 
tion with the Armagh Rural District 
Council’s No. 1 Labourers Scheme ; 
whether he is aware that the labourers 
interested in this scheme are suffering 
much hardship owing to the want oi 
proper accommodation ; and whether he 
will impress upon the Local Govern- 
ment Board the necessity of dealing with 
this matter at once, so that the rural 
district council can proceed with the 
construction of the cottages. 


(Answered by Mr, Birrell.) The Local 
(iovernment Board have sanctioned the 
Joan in this case, and the district council 
were so informed on the &th instant. 
The delay in the case was due to corre- 
spondence with the council with a view 
to areduction of the loan applied for, 
which was at the unusually high rate of 
£228 for each cottage and plot. 


New Irish Council—Cost of General 
Election. 

Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
inform the House of the approximate 
cost of a general election to the proposed 
Irish Council ; and whether such charges 
will fall upon the ratepayers or upon the 
proposed Trish Exchequer. 


(Answered by Mr. Birre 11.) It 15 
assumed that £25,000 will cover the 
cost of the election. Under the Bill the 
cost of the first election will be provided 
by Parliament. The charge for sub- 
sequent elections will fall upon the Irish | 
Exchequer. 


Irish Council—Incomes of Departments. 

Mr. GEORGE CLARK (Belfast, N.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will grant a 
Return stating the incomes enjoyed by 
the departments and authorities men- 
tioned in Clause 2 (1), and in Schedule 
3 of the Irish Council Bill, apart from 
moneys voted to them annually — by 
Parliament. 


(Answered by Mr, Birrell.) 1 propose | 
to lay upon the Table a Return which 
will contain, among other things, the 
information asked for in the Question. 
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Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Mr. 
Timothy O’Callaghan. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


| of Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 


sioners have yet taken any steps 
towards the reinstatement of Mr. Timothy 
O'Callaghan on the Newman estate, 
Dromahane, Mallow, County Cork; is 
he aware that, in consenting, at the 
landlord’s solicitation, to exclude this 
tenant from the general sale to the 
tenants, although Mr. O'Callaghan was 
willing to purchase upon the same terms 
as his fellow tenants, upon the alleged 
ground that the landlords wouid, upon 
the expiry of the tenant’s judicial term, 
seek to resume possession of the holding, 
the Commissioners acted ultra 
inasmuch as this tenant was a judicial 
tenant, and, as such, entitled to apply to 
have a fair rent fixed for another 
statutory term of fifteen years on the 
expiration of the current term; whether 
he is aware that these facts were brought 
under the notice of the Commissioners, 
whilst purchase negotiations — were 
proceeding, by O’Callaghan’s solicitor 
and by the Member for the division 
(North Cork), and that, pending the 
correspondence with .the Commissioners 
and Parliamentary inquiry respecting 
this man’s exclusion from the purchase 
scheme, rent accrued, for the non-pay- 
ment of which he was evicted from his 
holding; and whether, in view of the 
fact that it is now decided that a judicial 
tenant cannot now be excluded on the 
grounds herein set forth, the Commis- 
sioners will make a special effort to 


ures, 


| procure this man’s reinstatement. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they have 
endeavoured to effect the reinstatement 
of Mr. O'Callaghan in his former holding, 
not succeeded in doing so, 
They have, however, informed him that 
his case will be considered in connection 
with the distribution of any untenanted 
land which the Commissioners may 
acquire in the county. The Commissioners 
are not aware of any legal decision which 
would go toshow that theiraction in allow- 
ing the sale of the estate to be concluded 
without the inclusion of O’Callaghan’s 
holding was_ ultra O'Callaghan 


vires. 


was evicted in consequence of his refus- 
ing to pay rent after his holding had 
| been 


omitted. from the sale and the 
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advances had been made in respect of 
the other holdings. 


Telephone from Tralee Police Barracks. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Royal 
Irish Constabulary authorities have 
received a communication’ from the 
Tralee Urban Council in reference to the 
necessity of connecting the Tralee police 
barracks with the local telephone system ; 
whether the constabulary authorities, if 
such a connection were established, 
would be prepared to pay the annual 
rent ; and, if so, will he take steps to 
have this connection established. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The In- 
spector-General informs me that he has 
received from the Tralee Urban Council 
a communication to the effect stated, but 
is unable to adopt the suggestion of 
the council. No provision for such 
expenditure is made in the Vote for the 
Constabulary. 


Irish Council — Administrative Action 
and Sanction of the Lord-Lieutenant. 
Lorp BALCARRES — (Laneashire, 
Chorley): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if it is 
proposed to permit the Irish Council to 
perform any administrative function 
without their having previously sub- 
mitted the intended course of action in 
the form of a resolution to the Lord- 
Lieutenant, or whether the Council will 
he empowered to act, if they so choose, 
without reference to the Lord-Lieutenant. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 beg to 
refer the noble Lord to Clause 21 (2) of 
the Bill. 


Cession of part of Swaziland to the 

ransvaal. 

Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether any negotiations 
are taking place with the view of ceding 
some portion of Swaziland to the 
Transvaal Government; and whether, 
before any definite decision is arrived at, 
the House will be fully advised and 
consulted on the matter. 


No such 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) 


negotiations are in progress. 
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Revenue and Expenditure for Ireland. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he will state 
the approximate true revenue and ex. 
penditure for Ireland during each of the 
last twenty years, and the approximate 
annual amount of this expenditure spent 
on material imported into Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Lunciman.) The 
figures of Irish revenue and expenditure 
are shown in the annual _ Financial 
Relations Returns. I have no informa- 
tion as to the amount expended on 
material imported into Ireland. 


Civil Service Higher Appointments. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he will give a list 
of the number of cases which have 
occurred during the last five years in 
which heads of departments have recom- 
mended for the higher posts under their 
control experienced men risen from the 
ranks, whilst the Treasury opposed such 
recommendations on the ground that 
these higher posts should be filled by 
men successful in the digher Division 
open competitions ; and whether he will 
state in how many cases did the Treasury 
view prevail. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I am 
not aware of any such cases. But | 
cannot undertake to have a search made 
through the Treasury correspondence of 
the last five years. 


Appointments in the Surveying 

Department of the Post Office. 
Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether some short time 
ago correspondence passed between the 
Treasury and the Post Office on the 
question of appointments in the survey- 
ing department of the Post Office; 
whether the Post Office put forward the 
view that these posts should be filled by 
men risen from the ranks and experienced 
in Post Office work, and the Treasury 
persisted in the view that these posts 
should be given to inexperienced young 
men successful in Higher Division open 
competitions ; and whether he will state 
the ultimate arrangement which was 


decided on. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) There 
is no fixed rule as to the manner in which 














94 


th 
s0 
en 


eac 
nur 
not 
unc 


tha’ 
req 
it 1 
vol 
far 
tha 
the 
the 
Me 
indi 
and 








and. 
‘etary 
State 
d ex. 
of the 
imate 
spent 


The 
liture 
incial 
rma- 
1 on 


ts. 

ry to 
i list 
have 
rs in 
com- 
their 
| the 
such 
that 
| by 
ision 
will 
sury 


am 
at I 
rade 
e of 


y to 
rime 

the 

the 
vey- 
ice ; 

the 
| by 
iced 
sury 
osts 
ung 
pen 
tate 
was 


ere 
rich 





940 





94] Questions. 


these appointments should be filled, and, | 
so far as | am aware, there is no differ- | 


ence of opinion on the subject between | _ 
| S.): To ask the Postmaster-General what 


the two Departments. 


Surpluses Surrendered from Irish Votes. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he can have a 
Return prepared showing the surpluses 
from Irish Votes surrendered to the 
Treasury since the passing of the Land 
Act, 1903, and setting forth the effect of 
the finance provisions of the said Act ; 
and what would be their effect if those 
savings were placed against the losses of 
the Treasury instead of being used in the 
reduction of the National Debt. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I have 
already explained, in answer to the hon. 
Member’s Question on the 2nd instant, 
that the mere fact of the expenditure on 
a voted service being less than it has 
been estimated to be does not neces- 
sarily ensure that any money is thereby 
set free for application to another pur- 
pose. I do not think that any useful 
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Post Office Savings Bank—Unclaimed 
Balances. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 


(Questions. 


is the amount approximately of the un- 
claimed balances in the books of the 
Post Office Savings Bank; when was 
the last account of these unclaimed 
balances presented to the public; and 
whether, having regard to the amount of 
money unclaimed and never likely to be 
claimed in Post Oftice investments, any, 
and, if so, what plan has been made for 
its disposition to the public use. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton). The 
approximate total of the unclaimed 


| balances standing to the credit of de- 
| positors in the Post Office Savings Bank 


purpose would be served by instituting a | 


comparison between the savings on Irish 


Votes and the deficiencies on the Irish | 
| able period. 


Land Purchase Fund. 


Increase on Customs Estimate due to 
Increase of Salaries. 

Mr. CLAUDE 

Hoxton): To ask the Secretary to the 

Treasury how much of the net increment 


is due to increments of salary ; how many 
officers have received an increase of salary, 
and the amount by which the salary of 
each official has been increased ; and the 
number of officers whose salaries have 
not been affected by the revision effected 
under the Estimate. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I find 
that the preparation of the information 
required by the hon. Member, so far as 
it is not available from the published 
volume of the Estimates, would take a 


HAY (Shoreditch, 


| polis 


could only be ascertained by a detailed 
examination of the ledgers, and I do not 
think the result would justify the labour 
and expense involved. No account of 
these balances has been published, and 
I am not prepared to sanction the com- 
pilation of such an account. The bank 
may at any time be called upon to dis- 
charge its liability in respects of deposits ; 
and it frequently happens that a demand 
for repayment is made after an account 
has remained untouched for a consider- 


Metropolitan Water Board and 
Treatment of the Staff. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 


of £6,000 in the Estimates for Customs | that the Metropolitan Water Board are 


endeavouring to evade the provisions of 
Section 47, Sub-section 1, of The Metro- 
Water Act, 1902, by forcing 


| their transferred officers and servants to 


sign away their rights and _ privileges 
granted them by that Act under threat 
of not granting them any increase of 
salary or wages unless they do so; is he 


| aware that Lord Balfour, the chairman of 


far greater amount of time and labour 


than I feel justified in authorising, but 
the Board of Customs inform me that 


they will be happy to furnish the hon. | 
Member with any particulars regarding | 
individual officers which can be properly | 


and readily given, 


the Joint Select Committee, stated that 
the Committee’s desire would be to put 
them in absolutely the position which, 
as reasonable men, they might reason- 
ably look forward to if there had been 
no such Bill as this, which was endorsed 
by the counsel to the Local Government 
Board, the promoters of the Bill ; whether 
he has any jurisdiction in the matter ; 
and, if not, whether he will consider the 
advisability of introducing in any similar 
Bills in the future a right of appeal by 
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the parties concerned to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Thave 
made inquiry on this subject and am 
informed that, where an ofticer trans- 
ferred from one of the water companies 
to the Water Board is promoted to a 
higher office or greater emoluments than 
he was entitled to under the terms of his 
service with the company, the Water 
Board impose a condition that the advan- 
tages given to him shall not at some 
future time be made a ground for claim- 
ing also additional superannuation, or 
like allowance, to which he would not 
have been entitled under the terms of his 
service with the company. I am aware 
of the statements which were by Lord 
Balfour and by the counsel for the Local 
Government Board on the Bill for the 
Act of 1902, and which are referred to 
in the Question, but I find that the 
Water Board do not regard their action 
as forcing the transferred officers and 
servants to sign away their rights and 
privileges under- the Act. I have no 
jurisdiction in the matter; but I will 
note the suggestion of the hon. Member. 


Payment of Vaccination Officers. 

Sm WILLIAM BULL (Hammer- 
smith): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he will make 
provision by a Vaccination Order for the 
payment of a fee to the vaccination officer 
tor registering the certificates proposed in 
his Bill, or abolish the payments by fee 
to the vaccination officer and provide for 
him to receive a fixed income based upon 
his average income for the five years 
previous to the Bill becoming law. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Tam 
not aware of any sufficient reason for 
adopting the course suggested. 


Construction of Workhouses and 
Infirmaries. 


Sir WILLIAM BULL: To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether the Board some years 
ago issued a code of suggestions and 
instructions for the guidance of boards 
of guardians as to the mode of construct 
ing workhouses and infirmaries for Poor 
Law purposes; what is the date of the 
last edition ot the code; and whether 
in that code or in any cther official 


publication, any suggestions bave been 
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issued for the guidance of guardians as 
to the best mode of equipping these 
institutions with electricity for lighting 
and power purposes. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
Board some years ago issued a memo- 
randum as to the points to be attended 
to in the construction of workhouse 
buildings, and extracts from it with 
certain alterations have continued to be 
issued. The last material alterations 
were made in 1897. A memorandum on 
the construction of Poor Law infirmaries 
was issued in October last. The Answer 
to the last part of the Question is in the 
negative. 


Charges for Certificates of Birth. 

Mr. W. JOHNSON (Warickshire, 
Nuneaton): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if he is 
aware that the sum of 2s. 7d. is charged 
for certificates of birth by superintendent 
registrars and registrars of birth, whereas 
under Section 134 of the Factory and 
Workshops Act, 1904, only 6d. should be 
the fee, owing to the applicants, who are 
very poor people, being in ignorance 
that they can obtain a requisition form 
free of charge from registrars and super- 
intendent registrars of births; whether 
he will issue an order making it com- 
pulsory that registrars and superintendent 
registrars of births shall on every applica- 
tion for such certificates point out to the 
applicant that such a form is necessary 
and offer the said form to the applicants ; 
and whether he will confer with the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment as to the inspectors of factories 
assisting the Local Government Board to 
prevent the imposition of such a charge 
upon applicants for certificates. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Where 
application is made to a superintendent 
registrar or registrar, and _ properly 
verified, for a certificate of the birth 
of any young person or child which is 
required for any of the purposes of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, or 
for any purpose connected with the 
employment in labour or elementary 
education of the young person or child, 
the officer is bound by the regulations 
in foree to furnish the applicant with 
a cheap certificate costing 6d. instead 
of the usual fee of 3s. 7d. I understand 
from tke Registrar-General that he has no 
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945 
reason to suppose that the officers do not 
act in accordance with the spirit and inten- 
tion of the Act and regulations, but if 
any particular case to the contrary is 


brought to his notice he will cause 
inquiry to be made into it. It does 


not at present appear to me to be 
necessary to take further action in the 
matter. 


Local Government Board Messengers. 
Stik SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board how many 
appointments have been made in the 
Local Government Board to permanent 
messengerships since January, 1906 ; and 
what was the occupation of the individual 
men prior to appointment. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) One 
appointment has been made. The person 
appointed was previously in domestic 
service. 


Midland Railway—Running Engines 

ender First. 

Sir F. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he is aware that 
on certain portions of the Midland Rail- 
way a practice has been adopted of 
engine-drivers taking trains to points 
between thirty and forty miles distant 
and returning to the point from which 
they started with the tender first, instead 
of proceeding to the nearest station where 
aturntable is available ; and whether, in 
view of the repeated comments of Board 
of Trade inspectors as to the increased 
fisks involved in running engines tender 
first, he will make a representation to the 
company on this matter. 


(Answered by Mr Lloyd-George.) I will 
communicate with the railway company 
in this matter, and subsequently inform 
my hon. friend of the result. 


Discipline of Customs Officers. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
his attention has been directed to the fact 
that in the rules relating to discipline of 
officers of his Majesty’s Customs, Rule 30 
in the Abstracts of Regulations of 1905, 
whereby superior officers are prohibited 
from undertaking to collect or promoting a 
collection of subscriptions for any purpose 
whatzver among the officers of a lower 
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grade is omitted from the Abstracts of 
Regulations of 1907; what has been the 


| reason of this omission and under what cir- 
cumstances has this rule been abrogated ; 


and whether, having regard to the practi- 
cally enforced subscriptions by  sub- 
ordinate officials to testimonials promoted 
and encouraged by official superiors, the 
old rule prohibiting the promotion of the 
collection of subscriptions by superior 


| officers amongst officers of a lower grade 


will be restored and enforced. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The Ab- 
stracts of Regulations referred to appear 
to be those contained in “ Ham’s Customs 
Year Book,” an unofficial publication for 
which the Board of Customs are in no 
way responsible. The rule against 
superior officers collecting or promoting 
the collection of subscriptions among 
their subordinates, which has been in 
force for about half a century, remains 
unaltered, and the Board have no reason 
to believe but that it has been faithfully 
observed. They would rigidly enforce 
the observance of the rule if any breach 
of it were brought to their notice. 


Irish Land Stock. 

Mr. WALKER (Leicestershire, Mel- 
ton): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that the stock 
created under the Irish Land Act of 
1903 is commonly quoted in the Press 
as Irish Land Stock; and whether, 
seeing that an erroneous impression 
would appear, from the price at which 
the stock stands, to have been engendered 
thereby that its security has some relation 
to the value of Irish land, he will signify 
the desire of His Majesty’s Treasury that 
this stock should, in accordance with the 
terms of this Act, be entitled Guaranteed 
23 per cent. Stock. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) My hon. 
friend correctly states the statutory title 
of the stock. Writers in the Press pre- 
sumably make use of the title which they 
find most convenient. They cannot be 
denied that freedom; but his Question 
will, perhaps, call attention to the more 
accurate description. 


Payment of Indian Officers on Leave in 
ngland. 


Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Cen- 
tral): To ask the Secretary of State for 
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the parties concerned to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) TUhave 
made inquiry on this subject and am 
informed that, where an oflicer trans- 
ferred from one of the water companies 
to the Water Board is promoted to a 
higher office or greater emoluments than 
he was entitled to under the terms of his 
service with the company, the Water 
3oard impose a condition that the advan- 
tages given to him shall not at some 
future time be made a ground for claim- 
ing also additional superannuation, or 
like allowance, to which he would not 
have been entitled under the terms of his 
service with the company. I am aware 
of the statements which were by Lord 
Balfour and by the counsel for the Local 
Government Board on the Bill for the 
Act of 1902, and which are referred to 
in the Question, but I find that the 
Water Board do not regard their action 
as forcing the transferred officers and 
servants to sign away their rights and 
privileges under the Act. I have no 
jurisdiction in the matter; but I will 
note the suggestion of the hon. Member. 


Payment of Vaccination Officers. 

Sm WILLIAM BULL (Hammer- 
smith): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he will make 
provision by a Vaccination Order for the 
payment of a fee to the vaccination officer 
tor registering the certificates proposed in 
his Bill, or abolish the payments by fee 
to the vaccination officer and provide for 
him to receive a fixed income based upon 
his average income for the five years 
previous to the Bill becoming law. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Tam 
not aware of any sufficient reason for 
adopting the course suggested. 


Construction of Workhouses and 
Infirmaries. 

Sir WILLIAM BULL: To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether the Board some years 
ago issued a code of suggestions and 
instructions for the guidance of boards 
of guardians as to the mode of construct 
ing workhouses and infirmaries for Poor 
Law purposes; what is the date of the 
last edition ot the code; and whether 
in that code or in any cther official 


publication, any suggestions have been 
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issued for the guidance of guardians as 
to the best mode of equipping these 
institutions with electricity for lighting 
and power purposes. 


(Answered ly Mr. John Burns.) The 
Board some years ago issued a memo. 
randum as to the points to be attended 
to in the construction of workhouse 
buildings, and extracts from it with 
certain alterations have continued to be 
issued. The last material alterations 
were made in 1897. A memorandum on 
the construction of Poor Law infirmaries 
was issued in October last. The Answer 
to the last part of the Question is in the 
negative. 


Charges for Certificates of Birth. 

Mr. W. JOHNSON (Warickshire, 
Nuneaton): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if he is 
aware that the sum of 2s. 7d. is charged 
for certificates of birth by superintendent 
registrars and registrars of birth, whereas 
under Section 134 of the Factory and 
Workshops Act, 1904, only 6d. should be 
the fee, owing to the applicants, who are 
very poor people, being’ in ignorance 
that they can obtain a requisition form 
free of charge from registrars and super- 
intendent registrars of births; whether 
he will issue an order making it com- 
pulsory that registrars and superintendent 
registrars of births shall on every applica- 
tion for such certificates point out to the 
applicant that such a form is necessary 
and offer the said form to the applicants; 
and whether he will confer with the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment as to the inspectors of factories 
assisting the Local Government Board to 
prevent the imposition of such a charge 
upon applicants for certificates. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Where 


| application is made to a superintendent 
| registrar or 


registrar, and _ properly 
verified, for a certificate of the birth 
of any young person or child which is 
required for any of the purposes of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, or 
for any purpose connected with the 
employment in labour or elementary 
education of the young person or child, 
the officer is bound by the regulations 
in force to furnish the applicant with 
a cheap certificate costing 6d. instead 
of the usual fee of 3s. 7d. I understand 
from tke Registrar-General that he has no 
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reason to suppose that the officers do not 
act in accordance with the spirit and inten- 
tion of the Act and regulations, but if 
any particular case to the contrary is 
brought to his notice he will cause 
inquiry to be made into it. It does 
not at present appear to me to be 
necessary to take further action in the 
matter. 


Local Government Board Messengers. 
Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board how many 
appointments have been made in the 
Local Government Board to permanent 
messengerships since January, 1906 ; and 
what was the occupation of the individual 
men prior to appointment. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) One 
appointment has been made. The person 
appointed was previously in domestic 
service. 


Midland Railway—Running Engines 
Tender First, 

Sir F. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he is aware that 
on certain portions of the Midland Rail- 
way a practice has been adopted of 
engine-drivers taking trains to points 
between thirty and forty miles distant 
and returning to the point from which 
they started with the tender first, instead 
of proceeding to the nearest station where 
aturntable is available ; and whether, in 
view of the repeated comments of Board 
of Trade inspectors as to the increased 
fisks involved in running engines tender 


first, he will make a representation to the | 


company on this matter. 


(Answered by Mr Lloyd-George.) 1 will 
communicate with the railway company 
in this matter, and subsequently inform 
my hon. friend of the result. 


Discipline of Customs Officers. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
his attention has been directed to the fact 
that in the rules relating to discipline of 
officers of his Majesty’s Customs, Kule 30 
in the Abstracts of Regulations of 1905, 
whereby superior officers are prohibited 
from undertaking to collect or promoting a 
collection of subscriptions for any purpose 
what2ver among the officers ot a lower 


{15 May 1907} 





946 


Wu estions. 


grade is omitted from the Abstracts of 
Regulations of 1907; what has been the 
reason of this omission and under what cir- 


| cumstances has this rule been abrogated ; 


and whether, having regard to the practi- 
cally enforced subscriptions by  sub- 
ordinate officials to testimonials promoted 
and encouraged by official superiors, the 
old rule prohibiting the promotion of the 
collection of subscriptions by superior 


| officers amongst officers of a lower grade 





will be restored and enforced. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The Ab- 
stracts of Regulations referred to appear 
to be those contained in “ Ham’s Customs 
Year Book,” an unofficial publication for 
which the Board of Customs are in no 
way responsible. The rule against 
superior officers collecting or promoting 
the collection of subscriptions among 
their subordinates, which has been in 
force for about half a century, remains 
unaltered, and the Board have no reason 
to believe but that it has been faithfully 
observed. They would rigidly enforce 
the observance of the rule if any breach 
of it were brought to their notice. 


Irish Land Stock. 

Mr. WALKER (Leicestershire, Mel- 
ton): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that the stock 
created under the Irish Land Act of 
1903 is commonly quoted in the Press 
as Irish Land Stock; and whether, 
seeing that an erroneous impression 
would appear, from the price at which 
the stock stands, to have been engendered 
thereby that its security has some relation 
to the value of Irish land, he will signify 
the desire of His Majesty’s Treasury that 
this stock should, in accordance with the 
terms of this Act, be entitled Guaranteed 
2} per cent. Stock. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) My hon. 
friend correctly states the statutory title 
of the stock. Writers in the Press pre- 
sumably make use of the title which they 
find most convenient. They cannot be 
denied that freedom; but his Question 
will, perhaps, call attention to the more 
accurate description. 


Payment of Indian Officers on Leave in 
England. 


Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hall, Cen- 
tral): To ask the Secretary of State for 
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India why the privilege granted to 
officers on combined leaves under civil 
leave rules of drawing their privilege 
pay at the Home Treasury has not been 
extended to military officers generally ; 
and whether he will consider the advis- 
ability of granting this concession. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The officers to whom the concession was 
granted draw their leave pay in arrear, 
but officers on combined leave under 
military leave rules draw the whole of 
their privilege leave pay in advance on 
leaving India. I do not see, therefore, 
that the concession would be of any value 
to them. 


Support of Michael Nealon, an ex-Army 
Man. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he has received a copy of 
a resolution from the Newcastle West 
Board of Guardians, in the county of 
Limerick, protesting against having to 
support out of the rates Michael Nealon, 
a retired Army man, who is apparently 
suffering from a gun-shot wound ; and 
whether he intends to relieve the rate- 
payers of the union of this charge. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
A copy of the resolution has been 
received, and the case shall be investi- 
gated as soon as the necessary particulars 
are known. 


Minimum Staff at Woolwich. 
Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can now state 
what is to be the minimum staff retained 

at the Royal Arsenal at Woolwich. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
It is not possible at present to give this 
information. 


Pay and Position of Civil Engineers, 
Architects, etc., on Army Staff. 

Mr. GODFREY BARING (Isle of 
Wight): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that there 
is a body of civil engineers, architects, 
and surveyors on the Staff of the Army, 
fifty-eight in number, whose position, 
pay, and prospects have been the subject 
of three different Committees; and 
whether he can say if, and when, eflect 
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will be given to the recommendations of 
those Committees. 


Mr. GODFREY BARING: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he is aware that there are on the Staff 
qualified civil engineers who will, owing 
to stoppage in their promotion which has 
been made since their entrance into the 
public service, remain stationary at a 
salary of £280 per annum until they are 
over sixty years of age ; and whether it 
is intended to allow this state of things 
to continue. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
These Questions presumably refer to the 
surveyors on the Royal Engineer Civil 
Staff. A scheme has been for some time 
under consideration by which the pros- 
pects of these gentlemen will be improved; 
and it is hoped that it will be possible to 
obtain a final decision at an early date, 


Pay of Special Reservists. 
Viscount MORPETH (Birminghan, 
S.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if the special reservists will be paid 
at the rate now paid to the first-class 
Army Reserve ; and, if nét, on what scale 
will the payment be made. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
It is proposed that the pay of the special 
contingent when called up for training 
shall be on the scale of that of the 
Regular Army, and that their reserve 
pay shall approximate to the bounties 
now given to the Militia. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Alton Military Hospital. 

Mr. W. NICHOLSON (Hampshire, 
Petersfield) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he is aware that the 
hospital at Alton, Hants, which was 
presented to the War Office by the 
subscribers to the Daily Mail Fund during 
the South African War, is no longer in 
use as an Army hospital ; if he can state 
the reasons why the hospital has been 
closed ; and if it is the intention of the 
War Office to dispose of it by sale. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden): My right hon. friend has 
asked me to reply to this. This hospital 
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is no longer in use as an Army hospital 


{15 May 1907} 


as there is ample accommodation in the | 
other Army hospitals at Aldershot. It | 
js not at present proposed to dispose of | 
| the statement that bodies of stalwart 
| rustics armed with bludgeons are moving 


the building by sale. 


Plague in India. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex, 
Brentford): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India the number of deaths 
from plague in India during April, 1907, 
and the total number from September, 
1896. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Mor ey, Montrose Burghs) : 
Th. figures are:—for April, 1907, deaths 
from plague 314,000; trom September, 
1806, to end of April, 1907, 5,326,000 
ap] roximately. 


Unrest in India. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he will give the House the names of those 
who have been arrested and imprisoned 
without trial in India, the period of their 
detention, the charges upon which they 
are confined, and which of them, if any, 
have been released; and whether he 
proposes to release the others in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the Act of 
Habeas Corpus. 


Mr. MORLEY: It would be impos- 


| into Lahore ? 
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the Regulations I have 


Questions. 


sion under 
mentioned. 


Mr. O'GRADY: Is there any truth in 


If so, what is the reason 
and why are they gathered in this 
manner. Has this statement anything to 
do with the large number of troops 
despatched to Lahore? And may I ask 
whether the Government intend to 
prevent such misleading statements being 
supplied to the Press at home by a 
well-known agency ? 


Mr MORLEY: I have received no 
official information with regard to the 
very striking allegation as to the stalwart 
rustics mentioned by my hon. friend. 


| The statement published has no connec- 


tion with the large number of troops 
despatched to Lahore. That was a pro- 
ceeding taken on grounds of its own. 
When my hon. friend asks me whether 
I intend to prevent misleading statements 
being supplied to the Press, I should 
have thought he was the last man to 
invite me to take up the duty of Press 
censor. At the same time, I agree that 
it is deplorable that wild rumours, for 


'many of which there is no foundation 
| whatever, are so freely and disadvan- 


sible, without long inquiry, to give the | 
names of all the persons who during the | 
last eighty-nine years have been arrested | 


and imprisoned under the Regulations of 
1818, 1819, and 1827. The persons now 
in prison are ten in number, of whom 
five are not British subjects, and four 
are Moplahs indicated in the Moplah 
outbreak in 1894. If my hon. friend 


will come to my room presently, I will | 


give him the list of names. I gave, on 
Monday, the considerations which pre- 
vented His Majesty’s Government from 
repealing or annulling those Regulations ; 
the same considerations prevent me from 
ordering the release of any of the persons 
now imprisoned under them. 


Mr. O’GRADY (Leeds, E.) : Is it not 
the fact that the Habeas Corpus Act is 
suspended over all India, or at least in 
some of the provinces ? 


Mr. MORLEY : There is no suspension 
of the Act beyond the implied suspen- 








tageously circulated. 


Mr. O'GRADY: Does not the right 
hon. Gentleman think it desirable, in 
view of the grave state of unrest in India, 
that a certain agency should be muzzled} 


Mr. MORLEY: I feel sure that if I 
were, under the Regulation of 1818, to 
muzzle an agency in India and to try to 
muzzle it in this country, my hon. friend 
would be the first to complain. 


\Cotton Growing in British East Africa. 
Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood): 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware 
that the directors of the British East 
Africa Corporation, Limited, state, in a 
prospectus issued to the public in Febru- 
ary last, that they will operate an annual 
grant of £1,000 from the British East 
Africa Government, that they will work 
lands specially conceded by the Govern- 
ment, that the British Cotton Growing 
Association has subscribed for 10,000 
shares at par in the capital of their 
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company, and that their generat manager | gentleman reconsider the circumstances 
in East Africa is Major E. H. M. Leggett, | under which that grant was made ? 

DS.0., R.E.; whether this Major 
Leggett is a Government official ; and Mr. CHURCHILL: No; I think the 
whether the House will have an oppor-| grant is being applied so as to give the 
tunity of considering these Government | greatest possible effect to the purposes 
grants of money and lands to a private; to which we, after much consideration, 
company. | devoted the money. 


THe UNDER - SECRETARY oF | Swaziland. 

STATE For tHE COLONIES (Mr. *Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The) shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State has seen the pros- | Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
pectus to which the hon. Member refers. | with regard to proposals for the throwing 
As I explained on the 8th inst. in my | open of Swaziland to prospectors, whether 
reply to the question of the hon. Member | any change in the Swaziland Order in 
for Rye, the British East Africa Corpora- | Council of December last is contemplated, 
tion is merely employed by the British | or any interference with the direct con- 
Cotton Growing Association to carry out | trol of the Crown over Swaziland or with 
the experimental work which the Associ-| the arrangements on behalf of the natives, 
tion has undertaken to do for the! and extended reservation of native lands, 
Government under stringent conditions,| announced by him in connection with 
in consideration of a grant of £1,000 per, the grant of the Transvaal constitution. 
annum for three years from the funds of 

the East Africa Protectorate. Major Mr. CHURCHILL: No amendment 
Leggett is a Royal Engineer officer of | of the Order in Council is at present in 
special attainments whose services have} contemplation nor any alteration in the 
been lent to the Corporation, at the! general policy of His Majesty’s Govern- 
request of the British Cotton Growing | ment with regard to Swaziland. 
Association, for three years, during which 
period he will draw no pay from public 


Transvaal Government and Coolie 


funds. The grant of money to the Labour. 
British Cotton Growing Association and CarraAin CRAIG (Down, E.): I leg 


of land to the Corporation can be discussed | to ask the Prime Minister whether the 
on the Vote for Colonial Services, which| Home Government have vet received 
includes a grant in aid of the revenue of | any information from the new Transvaal 
the East Africa Protectorate. Government regarding the date it is 
intended finally to dispense with Chinese 
Mr. BOWLES: Am I to understand | indentured labour in the mines ; whether 
that the statements in this prospectus | the cost of repatriating those coolies 
that the British East Africa Corporation | who in the future consider the terms of 
themselves operate a Government grant | indentured labour to be tantamount t 
of £1,000 a year and lands specially} slavery will be borne by the Home 
conceded to them by the Government | Government or the Transvaal ; and can 
are inaccurate 4 he state the numbers repatriated under 
this head before and subsequent to the 
Mr. CHURCHILL : Yes; ourdealings| granting of the new Transvaal Con- 
are with the British Cotton Growing | stitution. 
Association, which we are endeavouring | 
to further in all parts of the British} Mr. CHURCHILL: It is undesirable 
Empire. So far as the East Africa} to anticipate the declarations of policy 
Corporation are concerned, they are only | which wiil, I understand, shortly be made 
concerned indirectly and through the} to the Transvaal Parliament by the re- 
British Cotton Growing Association. sponsible Government of that Colony. 
The repatriation notice is still in force 
Mr. BOWLES: If the Government | for the present, and the expenses incurred 
grant of £1,000 granted to one body for} under it, if any, will continue to be paid 
experimental purposes is being used by| by his Majesty’s Government. The 
another body, which is a private company, | number of repatriations under the notice 
for iis own purposes, will the right hon,! is 766, all of whom were sent to China 
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before the new Constitution came into 
force. 


Captain CRAIG asked if those 766 
went back because they considered the 
conditions of labour were tantamount to 
slavery ! 

Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. They 
are returned under the heading of those 
who were dissatisfied with the conditions 


of employment and had not the means | 


themselves to return home. 
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in substance or form to anything that 
took place at the Colonial Conference. 
And I will further permit myself to 
observe that it is a matter of surprise to 
me that a person who has lately been 
created a Peer of the realm should be 





willing to allow newspapers under his 
| control to employ, for political objects, 
| methods of such transparent mendacity. 


Mr. C. J. ODONNELL: Has not the 
right hon. Gentleman seen the statements 
| with regard to India which are equally 
false ? 


Captain CRAIG asked if there had 


been any repatriations since the new | 


Transvaal Government came into power. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: None that I| 
know of. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 


$.): In view of the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman that it is unde- 
sirable to anticipate declarations of 
policy to be made in the Transvaal 
Parliament, are we to understand that 


[No Answer was returned. | 


New Transvaal Loan. 
Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
| Barkston Ash): I beg to ask the Under- 
| Secretary of State for the Colonies on 
what date the guarantee of the new 
| Transvaal loan was promised to General 


| Botha. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The date 
4th May. 


was 


he knows what action is going to be | 


taken there ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Certainly not. 


The hon. Gentleman must not understand | 


anything of the kind. I was endeavour- 
ing to discourage speculations of an idle 
character. 


Tae Imperial Conference. 

Mr. LEHMANN _ (Leicestershire, 
Market Harborough) asked the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he could confirm or deny the 
statement that at the previous day’s Im- 
perial Conference an incident occurred 
which caused Sir Robert Bond to leave the 
room in indignation, complaining that 
gross humiliation had been inflicted on 
him and on the Colony he represented. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: My attention has 
been drawn to a report, in to-day’s Daily 
Muil, of the proceedings at the Conference 
yesterday. I 
general rule, to correct misstatements 
appearing in journals of that class and 
character; but as I learn that this 
particular report has been cabled fully to 
the Colonies, it has become necessary for 
me to say that it is from beginning to 
end a baseless and impudent fabrication, 


cannot undertake, as a/| 


|General Botha and the Chinese Coolies. 

Mr. LANE-FOX: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any arrangement has been come 
| to with General Botha as to the complete 
| repatriation of the Chinese coolies from 
the Transvaal ; and, if so, what was the 
date of such arrangement. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir, but the 
Prime Minister of the Transvaal, will, I 
understand, make a statement as to the 
policy of his Government in his own 
Parliament at a fitting moment. 


Morocco. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for the St. 
Andrews Burghs, I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has any official information 
with regard to the present state of affairs 
in Morocco; and whether any steps are 
heing taken to protect the British resi- 
dents there. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. RuNcIMAN, 
Dewsbury ; for Sir EDWARD GREy): 
It is presumed that the hon. Member 
refers more especially to the state 





which bears not the slightest resemblance 
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of affairs at Morocco City, where some 
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of the tribes are reported to 
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have | amounted to 24,400, presumably inelu- 
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assumed a hostile attitude towards their | ding women and children. In September 


own authorities. There 
mention, so far, of any attacks being 
directed against Europeans. 
right hon. friend is informed by His 


Majesty’s Minister at Tangier that the | 
British residents were to leave Morocco | 


City on the 9th instant for a less dis- 
turbed part. 


Mr. Abbott's Ransom. 
Lorp BALCARRES 
Chorley) : On,behalf of the hon. Member 


has been no! 


But my | 


last there were at work in the engineering 
department and earthworks of the canal 
over 10,000 men from these islands. If 
this information is not sufficient, a report 
will be called for from His Majesty's 
representative at Panama. The daily 


| sick-rate for the first ten months of 1906 


| was twenty-eight per thousand ; 


(Lancashire, | 


for the St. Andrews Burghs, I beg to | 


ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what reply he has had from the 
Turkish Government to his request for 
the repayment of the £15,000 ransom 
paid to the brigands for the release of 
Mr. Abbott; and whether he will ask 
for compensation from the Turkish Gov- 
ernment for this gentleman. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: No reply has yet 
been received from the Ottoman Govern- 
ment to the request which has been 
addressed to them for the reimbursement 
of the sum advanced for Mr. Abbott's 
ransom. With regard to the question of 
compensation, my right hon. friend has 
nothing to add to the statement which 
he made to the hon. Member on the 2nd 
instant. Our demand is, as on previous 
occasions, for the repayment of the sum 
actually expended. 


Labour on the Panama Canal. 

Mr. JOHN WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any 
information as to the number of emigrants 
from British Possessions now working 
upon the Panama Canal; whether he has 
any information as to the rate of sickness 
and mortality among such emigrants ; 
what powers he possesses to enforce the 
terms of contracts under which such 
emigrants engaged; and whether His 
Majesty has any representative upon the 
canal to whom British subjects may appeal 
in case of necessity or grievance. 


| labourers’ contracts. 


the 
annual Ceath-rate 44°05 per thousand, 
These figures apply, however, to 
the whole body of canal labourers, 
and there is no special information as 
regards those from British Possessions, 
His Majesty’s Government have no special 
powers to enforce the terms of the 
But in the event of 


a case of non-fulfilment of a contract 


being brought to their notice and 
warranting action on _ their part, 


a diplomatic representation could, of 
course, be addressed to the United States 
Government, as the employer. His 
Majesty's Representative at Panama, to 
whom all complaints made by British 
subjects are addressed, has, however, 
reported that any recent complaints 
made to him have been so few and 
trivial that he has generally found on 
investigation that they had no founda- 
tion. He is convinced that the labourers 
are well treated and well cared for. 


understand it 


) 


Me. J. WARD: Do I 
is intended to ask for a special report 
Mr. RUNCIMAN : If the hon. Mem- 


ber so desires. 
Mr. J. WARD: I certainly do. 


ViscounT TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham): Is it not the case that extra- 
ordinary precautions have been taken by 
the United States Government to 
prevent sickness, and that the sanitary 
state of the workmen is good ? 
would 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I think it 


| be better to wait for a fuller report; 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : The exact number | 


British Possessions 
Sut 


of emigrants from 
working on the canal is not known. 


the immigrants into Panama from the | 


British West Indies during 





tSee (4) Debates, elxxiii., 106)-2. 


1906 | 


but I understand that generally what 


the noble Lord states is accurate. 


Cost of the Consular Service. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if he will 
explain the developments of the Consular 
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Service which involve an increase of | 
£15.484 in the Estimate for that service. | 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: The total increase 
in salaries and allowances is £8,767. 
This is principally due to the creation of | 
new Consular posts, the increased cost of | 
living in all parts of the world, the rise 
in the value of the Mexican dollar in 
China, and the additional duties thrown 
uvon Consular Officers, which involve the 
employment of more clerks in the various 
Consulates. 





Consols. 

Mr. STRAUS (Tower Hamlets, Mile 
End): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether he can give the 
exact amount of 2) per cent. Consols on 
13th May, 1907, and the amount on the 
same Monday in 1906. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: My right hon. 
friend has asked me to say that the 
exact amount of Consols on Monday, 
13th May, 1907, was £585,177,773 5s. 2d., 
and on Monday, 14th May, 1906, 
£585,053,842 19s. 9d. 


Civil Servants’ Pensions. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer what 
steps he proposeg to take to carry out 
the recommendation of the Departmental 
Committee that military service should | 
he included in assessing the pensions 
payable to Civil Servants who have 
served in the Navy or in the Army. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: — This question 
has been carefully reviewed by the last 
and the present Board of Treasury 
and they have both come to the con- 
clusion that, having regard to the dis- 
similarity of the conditions affecting 
appointment, promotion, pay, and pension 
in the Army and Navy on the one hand, 
and in the Civil Service on the other, 
there is insufficient ground for asking 
Parliament to modify the present practice. 


Income-Tax. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he will 
state, so far as available materials enable 
him to estimate, what is the aggregate 
value of the incomes subject to income- 
tax between the limits £160-£700 and 
£700-£2,000, respectively. | 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN : It is possible, from 
the information obtained through claims 
for abatement, to estimate with approxi- 
mate accuracy the aggregate of incomes 
lying between £160 and £700, and the 
amount (before deduction or abatements 
and allowances on life premiums) may 
be put at about £275,000,000. No 
similar data are available in respect of 
incomes between £700 and £2,000, and 
any estimate of the aggregate amount of 
such incomes must be exceedingly specu- 
lative. It is thought at Somerset House 
that it may, perhaps, be guessed to be 
about £150,000,000. 


(Jue stions. 


London Police and Public Meetings. 

Stir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheftield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department how 
many inspectors, sergeants, and consta- 
bles of the Metropolitan police, and how 
many horses, were deprived of their 
Sunday rest on 12th May by the demon- 
stration in Hyde Park; what was the 
cost to the ratepayers in travelling and 
allowances for such police; and, having 
in view the constant recurrence of such 
employment on the Sabbath, will he 
consider the propriety of requiring the 
promoters of such Sunday gatherings 
being called upon to indemnify the 
public for such expenses, in like manner 
as the organisers of any other form of 
public entertainment or recreation. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Grap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): Twenty-two Inspec- 
tors, thirty-six sergeants and 151 con- 
stables who would otherwise have been 
enjoying their fortnightly leave day were 
necessarily employed on Sunday the 12th 
instant. Each will receive a day’s leave 


in exchange for the one thus lost. Fifty- 
five horses were also employed. They 
were drawn as far as possible from 


neighbouring divisions and the cost there- 
fore is estimated not to exceed £15 for 
travelling, etc. [am afraid I cannot take 
any steps in the direction indicated in 
the last part of the hon. and gallant 
Member's Question. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman do nothing to limit 
the number of these extraordinary 
demonstrations which occupy the streets, 
employ a large number of police, and 


' cause great inconvenience to the public ? 


2L 2 








959 


Mr. J. WARD asked if his right hon. 
friend would also take into consideration 
the extraordinary expense and inconveni- 
ence caused to the police in regulating 
tariff reform meetings on Sunday after- 
noons 4? 


Questions. 


Smr HOWARD VINCENT: Are there 
any tariff reform meetings on Sunday 
afternoons ? 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): And has 
he any information as to the cost of the 
police at the Moderate meeting in Tra- 
falgar Square, where they paid 4s. per. 
head ? 


Mr. J. WARD: Where they did not 
pay 4s. a head. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: As far as my 
knowledge goes, on the whole, these as- 
semblies take place with extremely small 
inconvenience to the public. 


Lawlessness in London. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department what answer he proposes to 
make to the representations which have 
been addressed to him by the Borough 
Council of Shoreditch and others as to 
the lawlessness which is alleged to prevail 
in certain parts of London. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The representa- 
tion from the Shoreditch Borough Council 
to which the hon. Member refers only 
reached me to-day. It shall have my 
careful consideration. I may say that I 
have already had reason to think the 
condition of the district unsatisfactory, 
and it is receiving the attention of myself 
and of the Commissioner of Metropolitan 
Police. 


Inspection of Laundries. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he can now 
say when the Bill dealing with the 
inspection of laundries will be introduced. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The Bill was 
introduced in the House of Lords, under 
the title of the Factory and Workshop 
3ill, on the 2nd of this month, and read 
a second time yesterday afternoon. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT : Too late, I fear. 


{COMMONS} 





(Questions. 
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Vivisection Licences. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department who are the expert 
advisers upon whose Report he relies 
before deciding whether applications for 
licences and new certificates should be 
granted or refused to vivisectors. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The whole pro- 
cedure is fully detailed in the appendix 
to the first Report of the Royal Com- 
mission, and I may especially refer my 
hon. friend to pages 8, 10, 15 and 17. 


Women Weavers and their Dinner Hour. 

Mr. BOWLES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that Mr. J. H, 
Rogers, a factory inspector, stated before 
the Clitheroe magistrates on the &th 
instant that if women weavers insisted 
on working during their dinner hour 
they should be beaten; whether this 
statement was sanctioned by the Home 
Office ; and, if not, whether he will take 
steps to protect the weaving industry of 
Clitheroe from the further attentions of 
this official. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The _ inspector 
referred to informs me that he made no 
such statement. 


Mr. BOWLES: The statement was 
reported in the prominent papers in the 
district and commented on in large type. 
What publicity will be given to the 
denial ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I presume my 


Answer to-day will also be reported. 


Cahirciveen Pier. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he has’ received the copy of a 
resolution passed by the Cahirciveen 
Ratepayers’ Protective Association on 
24th April with reference to the pro 
posed improvements to the pier at 
Cahirciveen ; and whether he proposes 
to take any, and, if so, what action in 
the matter. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (for Mr. Luoyp- 
(GEORGE): I have received a copy of the 
resolution in question. ‘The improvement 
to which the association takes exception 
is proposed to be carried out by Trinity 
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College in pursuance of the recommen- 
dation made by the Board of Trade 
inspector after a local inquiry. At the 
time of the inquiry the improvement was 
accepted by those interested as a satis- 
factory equivalent for the accommodation 
which they lost by the erection of a store 
on the quay, and the Kerry County 
Council afterwards passed a resolution 
urging that it should be carried out. 
The Board of Trade have already inti- 
mated to Trinity College that they are 
prepared to give their sanction to the 
proposed improvement. 


Shipping Dues. 

Mr. J. WARD: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for South Glamorgan, I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that thirty-two dock 
and harbour authorities, eleven in Eng- 
land and Wales, eleven in Scotland, and 
ten in Ireland, have had powers granted 
them by Parliament to levy dues on 
vessels upon a minimum percentage of 
the gross tonnage, in some cases of forty 
and in others of fifty per cent.; and 
whether, having regard to the Merchant 
Shipping (Deduction for Propelling 
Power) Bill now before the House, he 
proposes to take any measures to safe- 
guard such powers. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (for Mr. Lioyp- 
GEORGE): There is nothing in the Bill 
now before the House which would pre- 
judice the powers granted by Parliament 
to the dock and harbour authorities 
referred to by my hon. friend. 


Poor Relief Committee. 

Mr. BROOKE (Tower Hamlets, Bow 
and Bromley): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board how 
many of the different boards of guardians 
in London have power now, under Orders 
from his Board, to assign their duties of 
giving relief toa Relief Committee ; how 
many are now exercising that power ; 
and what are their names. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Joun 
Burns, Battersea): All boards of 
guardians in London except those for the 
Poor Law Unions of St. George-in-the- 
East, Hampstead, Stepney, and White- 
chapel are empowered to appoint Relief 
Committees under Orders issued by the 
Local Government Board or their pre- 
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decessors. The power is generally exer- 
cised, but there is no Relief Committee 
in the Poor Law Unions of Mile End 
and the Strand, whilst at Paddington, 
Shoreditch, and Westminster, and in 
certain circumstances at Bethnal Green, 
the Committee consists of the whole 
Board. 


Education Code. 

*Srr_ FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Education when the Code for the 
present year will be presented, printed, 
and circulated among Members; and 
whether a full opportunity will be given 
to the House of discussing the Code 
and the Education Estimates this year. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouth, N.): It will not be long, I hope, 
before the Code is laid upon the Table, 
but I am unable at present to fix the 
precise date. One of the allotted days 
will be devoted to the discussion of the 
Education Estimates. 

*Sir FRANCIS POWELL: Including 
the Code ? 


Mr. McKENNA: Yes; that is one of 


| the subjects that can be discussed on the 


Estimates. 


Secondary Schools. 

*Sirn FRANCIS POWELL: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion whether he intends to make any 
proposals in the course of the session 
relating to secondary schools ; and, if so, 
at what date such proposals will be sub- 
mitted for the consideration of the House. 


Mr. McKENNA: Such proposals as I 
have to make will be included in the 
Secondary School Regulations, which 
will, I hope, be presented to Parliament 
shortly after the Recess. 


Board of Education—Medical 
Department. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyne): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Education what immediate steps 
he proposes to take with a view to obtain- 
ing expert opinion as to the advisability 
of establishing a permanent medical 
department at the Board of Education, 
seeing that this matter was not considered 
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by the Inter-Departmental Committee on 
Medical Inspection two years ago, and 
seeing that no information concerning 
any other expert advice is available for 
consideration by this?House. 


Questions. 


Mr. McKENNA: I can 
hon. friend that experts have not failed 
to give me the great advantage of their 
advice upon this question. The opinions 
which I have received from them are by 
no means wanting in variety. 


Office of Works Staff. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works whether he 
will give particulars of the increase of 
staff, and the salaries paid to the persons 
employed, involving an increase of 
£7,318 in the Estimate for the Office of 
Works. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 
Rossendale): The hon. Member will find 
all the facts in relation to this matter on 


pp. 185-187 of the Civil Service Esti- 
mates, Class II., Vote 25. 
Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew—Wages of 


Employees. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask 
the hon. Member for South Somerset, 
as representing the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, if he can now state 
to the House the decision of the Treasury 
in regard to the wages of the employees 
at the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew. 


THE TREASURER or THE HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir Epwarp STRACHEY, Somer- 
setshire, $.): The Treasury have sanc- 
tioned an increase from 23s. to 24s. a 
week in the wages of labourers who have 
given five years satisfactory service, and 
they have agreed to the wages of the 
gangers and the head-carter being raised 
from 25s. to a week. They have 
also expressed their willingness to grant 
some concession in respect of hours of 
work to the constables and museum 
porters, who are at present required to 
attend seven days a week, and receive 
only one day in twenty-eight in lieu of 
Sunday attendance. The details of this 
latter concession are under consideration. 


26s. 


Sir HOWARD 


many men will this affect ? 
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assure my | 


VINCENT : How | 


Questions. 964 
Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: I can. 


not say. 


Srrk HOWARD VINCENT: 
you not know it ? 


Why do 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Stokers at Kew Gardens. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask 
the hon. Member for South Somer- 
set, as representing the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, if he is aware that, 
since the Board granted a fifty-seven hour 
week to the stokers in the palm-house 
section of Kew Gardens, the men have had 
additional work given to them, such work 
having previously been done by men from 
another department ; and, if so, will he 
state what action, if any, he proposes to 
take in the matter. 


Sin EDWARD STRACHEY : Prior to 
the recent reduction in the hours of labour 
certain labourers were employed in stok- 
ing, and were paid as stokers, during the 
period from November to February, when 
the work is heaviest, and during the 
remainder of the year reverted to the 
pay and status of labourers. Under the 
new arrangement a staff of six stokers is 
permanently employed and paid as such 
throughout the year, but during the 
winter period it is still necessary to call 
in the assistance of labourers to overtake 
the work. Between March and October, 
however, the stokers are able to under- 
take the whole of the work, and the 
assistance of labourers is therefore uot 
required. There is no doubt that the 
present arrangement is a_ substantial 
benefit to the stokers, and the only 
alternative would be to revert to the old 
arrangement, whereby some of them 
were reduced to the stutus and pay of 
labourers during the greater part of the 
year. 


Scottish Justices of the Peace. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College): I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate if he is aware 
that justices of the peace in Scotland are 
in the habit of sitting on the Bench while 
their partners or joint agents with them 
plead the cases at the bar ; if this system 
has his sanction ; and, if not, if he will 

| take steps to put a stop to it in future. 
| THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. 
| THomAS Suaw, Hawick Burghs): I am 
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can- not aware of any disregard of the statu-{ Mr. BIRRELL: The Government do 
tory provisions bearing on disqualifica- | not contemplate taking any such action. 
tions of justices, but if my hon. friend 
y do can furnish me with the specific facts | Reenard Pier, 
on which his Question is based I shall; Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
willingly have them inquired into. | Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
|of Ireland whether he is now in a posi- 
Salmon Fisheries in Scotland. | tion to say what decision has been come 
Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask | with reference to the construction of a 
ask the Secretary for Scotland if he can| pier at Reenard, county Kerry. 
anor give the names of the lochs, rivers, and ; : 
the burns in which salmon fishing takes} MR. BIRRELL: The Irish Govern- 
that, place in Scotland and which are still the | ment have provisionally approved of a 
hour property of the Woods and Forests scheme for improving the existing pier 
ouse Department, the number of such that are accommodation at Reenard Point at an 
» had let for private fishing, and the number | estimated cost of £2,500. <A plan of the 
vork over which anglers in general have a| Proposed scheme has been prepared by 
from right to fish. P the Board of Works, and the Government 
1 he /are now in communication with the 
s to THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | ©OU2*y, council and the Congested Dis- 
(Mr. Stctatr, Forfarshire) - The esate tricts Board as to the fufilment by these 
cae ea ec nyt nee <a", | bodies of the requirements of the Marine 
or to to this (Juestion is rather long, and with | Works Act. As soon as the necessary 
hese the hon. Member's permission I will cir-| ,.curances on this point have been re- 
I re “oe 1 . ; rary assure rs S$ point have been re 
tok- culate it with the Votes to-morrow. ceived the sanction of the Treasury will 
the be applied for. 
‘hen New Irish Council. 
the Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): I beg Belfast Mail Car Contracts. 
the toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I beg to 
the Lieutenant of Ireland what is the amount aa th . Chi f Sauce a nn ae Aes 
rs is paid in salaries and administration of reel ' of “eae ie og eee wre 
such the eivht Boards proposed to be handed th x pen " f the om hi Raaktice ne ees tl 
the over to the new Irish Council, and the | a oo f ah "Belf: st n aa ) Ab “ 
call amount proposed to be saved under the | Kir Sg Ball be nn ‘ poke : tt de 
cake committee system of administration. cbse ade Peietaealits ye "a 
= ally Wal 25 < a3. * 
- Tue CHIEF SECRETARY or| dates on which these contracts expire. 
he THE CHIEF SECRETARY FOR 
ee? nmmncciad (Mr. Brrrett, Bristol, N.):| Mr. BIRRELL: This Question should 
propose to lay upon the Table a Return | have been addressed to the Postmaster- 
be which will contain among other things | General. My right hon. friend asks me 
os os | information asked for in the | to say that it is not usual to state publicly 
a duestion. | the terms of these contracts. 
| 
lem : oe : ; 
a sh Tooet Government Appointments—| age timtiy OTRoeke, JP 
the Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the| M8. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will favourably of Ireland whether Mr. Timothy O Rorke, 
consider the advisability of promoting a J.P., has been appointed by the Congested 
beg short Bill introducing the same clause, as | Districts Board for taking and settling 
are to religious pressure being brought to | 39'S cattle on derelict farms the} 
le “0 in the selection of candidates for | b@¥¢ om hand. 
nile ocal government appointments in Ireland - iis ; 
em and the penalties fo be imposed for so kk Mr. BIRRELL : a O'Rorke = other 
em doing, as is proposed in the new Irish local persons have been appointe for a 
we Council Bill into the existing Local few days, as was done last year, to _—_ 
Government Acts, and making it retro- the Congested Districts Board's stock- 
spective. master in taking cattle to graze on lands 
Ir. which are in the Board’s hands pending 
am + See col. 934. their division into new holdings. 
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Mr. LONSDALE: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that Mr. O’Rurke was 
on the platform at a United Irish League 
meeting, when advice was given by one 
of the speakers that certain persons should 
be boycotted ! 


Mr. BIRRELL: I think he is much 
better engaged in taking cattle to graze 
on the land. 


Elphin Demonstration. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether police reporters were 
present at a United Irish League meeting 
in the public street at Elphin on the 25th 
of March last ; whether the advice then 
given by two district councillors to boy- 
cott the farmers who had taken land 
under the eleven months system, was 
duly reported ; and why, seeing that, in 
consequence of the intimidation which 
followed these proceedings, several 
farmers were compelled to relinquish 
their holdings, no prosecution has been 
instituted against the leaders in this 
agitation. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed that 
the meeting in question was not attended 
by police reporters, but policemen were 
present in the ordinary course of their 


duty. The proceedings were duly re- 
ported. Three prosecutions are pending 


in county Roscommon against twelve, 
eight, and six persons respectively for 
offences arising out of the agitation 
against the grazing system, and one of 
the district councillors referred to in the 
(Juestion is a defendant. 


Newmarket-on-Fergus Outrage. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
night attack was recently made upon the 
house of a man named Boland, caretaker 
of an evicted farm near Newmarket-on- 
Fergus, during which several shots were 
fired into the dwelling ; and whether any 
arrests have taken place in connection 
with this occurence. 


Mr. BIRRELL: On the night of 21st 
April, Boland heard a noise like a gun- 
shot near his house, and on the following 
morning he found that some panes of 
glass in the window of an unoccupied 


{COMMONS} 
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room were broken. The offender was 
not seen. No arrest has been made. 


Rinneen Outrage. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has received parti- 
culars of the shooting of a young man 
named John Murphy, who resides at 
Rinneen, in the Ruane district, county 
Clare ; whether he is aware that he was 
fired at from behind a hedge and badly 
wounded ; whether he is acquainted with 
the reasons which prompted this attack ; 
and whether any person has been arrested 
in connection with this attack. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have received police 
reports on this matter. It is the fact that 
Murphy was fired at from behind a fence 
and seriously wounded. [ have no in- 
formation as to the reasons which may 
have prompted the attack, but I am 
aware that Murphy holds part of a 
grazing farm. No arrests have yet been 
made. The police are still investigating 
the case. 


Steam Trawling in Ballinsxelligs Bay. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
steam trawlers have lately been fishing 
inside the legal limits off the coast of 
Ballinskelligs and Valentia, county 
Kerry, notably on the 5th instant; 
can he state what were the last two 
occasions on which the “ Helga” visited 
this district ; whether, in view of the 
ditticulty of judging from the shore the 
exact position of the present legal limits, 
he will represent to the proper authority 
the necessity of compelling the trawlers 
to fish outside the Skelligs Rock ; and 
whether, seeing that it is impossible for 
one boat, such as the “Helga” with its 
slow speed, to patrol the entire West 
Coast of Ireland effectively, he will repre- 
sent to the Admiraity the advisability 
of detaching a cruiser or torpedo boats 
to assist the “ Helga ” in her work. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Steam trawling is 
prohibited in Ballinskelligs Bay. The 
Department of Agriculture recently learnt 
that three vessels had been observed 
there, and at once despatched their steam 
cruiser to the locality. The vessel had 
last been in the district from 31st Janu- 
ary to 9th February and from the 17th 
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to the 27th March. The Department’s 


arrangements provide for keeping the | 


locality under constant observation. The 
Admiralty do not enforce by-laws which 
prohibit steam trawling, but they protect 
Jrish territorial waters from foreign 
vessels. The enforcement of the by- 


laws relating to steam trawling rests | 
with the Department, and they hold that | 
the steps hitherto taken with that object 


have been reasonably sufficient, as is 


shown by the great decrease in illegal | 


trawling which has taken place. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): If there is power of 


prosecution will the right hon. Gentle- | 


man consider the advisability of offering 
rewards to local fishermen for information 
calculated to secure the conviction of the 
offenders ? 

Mr. BIRRELL: I will consider that. 

Kilmore Demonstration. 

Sir BERKELEY SHEFFIELD (Lin- 
colnshire, Brigg) : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that on 
Sunday, the 5th instant, 


{15 May 1907} 


a crowd of | 


between 2,000 and 3,000 persons assem- | 


bled at Kilmore, county Roscommon, 
near the house of Mr. Samuel Russell, a 
landlord and owner of several large graz- 
ing farms, for the purpose of demonstrat- 
ing against him and bringing pressure to 
bear on him to force him to sell his graz- 
ing lands ; that Mr. Russell was assaulted 
and stoned when returning from church ; 
and that a force of 300 police had to be 
requisitioned to keep the peace; and 
what steps the Government are taking to 
prevent a repetition of any such demon- 
Strations. 


_ Mr. BIRRELL: In this case proceed- | 
ings have been instituted against eight 


| whether a force 
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Athenry Outrage. 

Viscount TURNOUR: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any of the party 
of men who in October last, close to the 
|town of Athenry, fired at and severely 

wounded a policeman named O'Halloran 
who was engaged in protecting the house 
| of Colonel Lopdell, have yet been made 
| amenable to justice. 

| 

| 

| Mr. BIRRELL: Three men were 
| arrested shortly after the occurrence, but 
| were discharged for want of evidence. 
No further arrest has been made. 


steno Grazing Farm Outrages. 

Viscount TURNOUR: I beg to asx 
the .Chief an to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether on 29th April 
last a crowd of about 300 men assembled 
in the neighbourhood of Loughrea and 
marched to the grazing farms at Earl's 
Park, Ballinlawless, and Tullyhill, where 
they cleared the farms of all the cattle by 
driving them on to the public road ; 
of twelve police, in 
attempting to prevent the cattle being 
driven off, were assaulted, and the head 
constable and two sergeants wounded ; 
whether this is part of an organised 
campaign to clear out all the tenants of 
grazing farms; and what steps the 
Government is taking to cope with this 
movement. 


Mr. BIRRELL: A prosecution against 
ten men has been instituted in connection 
with the occurrence of 29th April. The 
case is sub judice. 


Clooniskert Grazing Farm Outrage. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to 


|ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


persons in connection with the occurrence | 
of the 5th instant, and while those pro- | 


ceedings are pending I must decline to 
enter into the details of the case. 
It only right, however, to say that accord- 


I think 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on Ist May a number of 
persons assembled on the farm of Batty 
O’Brien at Clooniskert, county Ros- 


|common, and drove his cattle on to the 


public road, to force O’Brien to give up 


| his grazing farm for distribution amongst 


ing to the police syns which I have | 


received, 200 and not 2,000 persons were | 
present at the meeting referred to ; the | 
police force numbered 30, not 300 ; and 
Mr. Russell was not assaulted or stoned. 


the neighbouring farmers ; whether the 
| police were present during the proceed- 
|ings ; whether they have summoned any 


| of those who took part therein; and, if 
so, with what result. 
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Mr. BIRRELL: On May 1st a number 
of persons assembled on a grazing farm 
occupied by Mr. O’Brien and drove the 
cattle from it to that gentleman’s resi- 
dence. I am informed that Mr. O’Brien 
had arranged to give the farm up for 
distribution among local tenants, and had 
appointed the 1st of May as the day on 
which he would surrender the farm. He 
failed, however, to appear on that day, 
and the people therefore took his cattle 


(Juestions. 


to his residence. It appears that the 
landlord had refused to release Mr. 


O’Brien from his tenancy. The police 
were present when the cattle were driven 
off, but in the circumstances mentioned 
it has not been considered necessary to 
institute criminal proceedings. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Was_ the 
agreement to give up this farm the direct 
result of intimidation or boycotting by 
the local branch of the United Irish 
League ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am afraid I cannot 
answer as to the motives which led to 
the giving up of the farm. No doubi 
a certain amount of intimidation and 
pressure was used. 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.): Will the 


{COMMONS} 


right hon. Gentleman confer with the | 


Secretary of State for India as to the 
best means of putting down intimidation 
in Ireland ? 


Town Tenants’ League, Athenry. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG : I beg to ask | 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether he is aware | 


that the Town Tenants’ League, of 
Athenry, served notices in April last on 
the grazing tenants of Caheroyan to give 


up their farms; that on Ist May crowds | 


assembled with the intention of driving 
the cattle off the farms, but were 
prevented from doing so by the police ; 
and that, owing to the intimidation and 
boycott to which these tenants have since 
been subjected, they have been compelled 
to give up their farms; and what steps 
His Majesty's Government is taking in 
the matter to ensure that peaceable 
subjects shall be able to exercise the 
ordinary rights and privileges of citizen- 


ship. 


| 


| 


amicable arrangement come to 1 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed that | 
the tenants referred to received notices |! 
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to the effect mentioned, which purported 
tu have been sent by the Town Tenants’ 
League. The majority of the tenants 
removed their cattle from the farms 
before the lst May. On that day crowds 
assembled with the object, as was under- 
stood, or driving the cattle off the 
remaining farms; but they were pre- 
vented from doing so by a large force 
of police which was assembled for the 
purpose. Subsequently the remaining 
tenants removed their cattle from the 
farms. In these cases the full protection 
of the law was given, and the Govern- 
ment will continue to afford such protec- 
tion to all persons who need it. The 
| police force in the Athenry district has 
| been doubled, and the whole question of 
| the police arrangements in the Riding is 
under consideration. 





Ballinmore Bridge Outrage. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on Ist May the cattle were 
driven off Muckland Farm, near Ballin- 
|more Bridge, by a crowd of men ; that 
on the night of 30th April the cattle and 
sheep of Patrick Raftery were driven off 
the grazing farm of Cuskeydally, and 
scattered amongst the bogs and by 
roads of the neighbourhood ; and that 
the walls on the farms were thrown 
down during the same night; and will 
'he say what action he is taking in the 
matter. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The facts are generally 
as stated in the Question. In the first 
case, the cattle were driven to the owner's 
residence and given up to him. The 
cattle were subsequently put back with- 
out opposition, an amicable agreement 
having been come to between the owner 
and the local tenants. In the second case, 
the cattle were driven off the farm at 
night through gaps in a loose stone wall. 
The cattle were recovered uninjured. In 
the first case it was not considered 
necessary to take proceedings, as the 
people had abandoned their attitude of 
opposition. In the second case the 
offenders were unknown. 
was the 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: What 


) 


Mr. BIRRELL : I cannot say. 
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Mr. T.L. CORBETT: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman make inquiry ? 
Mr. BIRRELL : If you like, yes. 


Irish Motor Communication Scheme. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I beg to ask | 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | 


tenant of Ireland whether he has recently 


had any communication from Lord Pirrie | 
County, 8., this boycotting and intimida- 


with reference to his scheme for im- 
proving the means of communication in 
Ireland by motors. 

Mr. BIRRELL: No, Sir. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman any reason to believe 
that the promotion of the noble Lord 
to another place has somewhat cooled his 


) 


ardour ! 


Mr. BIRRELL: No, I think not, 
strange to say. 
Grazing Farm Disputes. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether in view of 
the number of landlords and tenants of 
grazing farms who have, by intimidation, 
boycotting, and other illegal means, been 
forced to give up possession of their 
farms so that they might be divided up 
umongst other tenants, he will consider the 
necessity of bringing into force again the 
rule which forbade the Estates Commis- 
sioners either buying or advancing the 
purchase money of any farm on any 
estate where intimidation or boycotting 
exists. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I beg to refer to the 
Answer which I gave to a similar Ques- 
tion put by the hon. Member for the 
Oswestry Division. 


Mr. MOORE: The right hon. Gentle- 
man stated there was not sufficient 
intimidation to constitute a real danger. 
Will he reconsider that ? 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Is not the 
right hon, Gentleman perfectly well aware 
that as the Ist May, the date on which 
these eleven months agreements were 


entered into, approaches, there is an 
immense amount of extra intimidation 
and boycotting in the counties of Galway, 
Roscommon and Leitrim ? 


{15 May 1907} 
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Questions. 


| Mr. BIRRELL: I am aware that the 
| time referred to is one of great anxiety 
| to the police and special precautions have 
to be taken. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that by the very 
simple method of procedure for enforcing 
the law, introduced by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dublin 


tion could be stopped in one day ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: That is a matter of 
argument. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: But that is 


really the Question over again. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I did not say it was 
not. I said it was an argumentative ques- 
tion which is not in order. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) : 
Have the prosecutions which have taken 
place been the result of Questions in this 
House ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: No, Sir. 


Irish Board of Agriculture Finance. 

Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state the amount of 
the funds at the disposal of the Board of 
Agriculture for the coming year; and 
whether he will dispose of them in equal 
shares between each county in Ireland, 
or will he state how he intends to deal 
with their fair distribution. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The receipts from the 
Department’s Endowment Fund in the 
current financial year are estimated to 
amount to £189,700. The money is 
applied for the purposes and in the pro- 
portions prescribed by Section 16 of the 
Act creating the Department. The 
funds available for county schemes for 
the improvement of agriculture are not 
allocated to the counties in equal shares, 
but are applied in accordance with the 
principle laid down in the Sub-section 6 
of the Section quoted, regard being had 
to the nature and extent of the approved 
schemes in operation in each county. 


Police Protection in County Galway. 
Caprain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
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lreland whether he is aware that on the 
ith May last a force of constabulary was 
required to protect farmers named 
Hughes, of Mucklon, near Ballyforan, 
county Galway, when putting back stock 
driven off their holding some days 
previous ; can he state how many con- 
stabulary were present belonging to the 
local force and the depot, respectively ; 


Questions. 


can he state the expense incurred ; and | 


whether anyone was brought to justice. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The fact is as stated | 
in the first part of the Question. The | 


number of police employed on protection 
duty was fifty, all of whom belonged to 
the county foree. The expense incurred 
was approximately £25. No opposition 
was offered by the people on the occasion, 
and there was therefore no necessity for 
bringing anyone to justice. 


Ballymoney Labourers’ Cottage Scheme. 
Mr. GLENDINNING (Antrin, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he has had 
a resolution directed to him by the Bally- 
money Rural District Council concerning 
a labourer’s cottage in Carnfinton, in the 
Ballymoney rural district; and, seeing 
that the tenant is not owner and occupier 
and that the Local Government Board and 
the landlord have blocked the building of 
the cottage, when the tenant and the 
rural council are anxious to build, whether 
he will grant an inquiry into the facts. 


Mr. MOORE: Have this council 
shown their enthusiasm for the Labourers 
Acts by adjourning for twelve months 
the offer to give immediate possession of 
an estate selected for labourers’ cottages ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I beg to refer the 
hon. Member to the answer which I gave 
to his previous Question of 24th April.¢ 
By the provisional order issued by the 
Local Government Board in this case 
the rural district council were authorised 
to acquire the plot by agreement, it 
having been stated in evidence given on 
behalf of the council that the tenant of 
the plot was also the owner of it. It has 
since been ascertained that this evidence 
was incorrect, and it is entirely due to 
that fact that the council’s present 
difficulty has arisen. The Local Govern- 
ment Board are placing no obstacle in the 


{COMMONS} 


| 





+ See (4) Debates, elxxiii., 59-60. 
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way of the council, but are merely await. 
ing the arrangement by the council of 
terms of purchase. There is no dispute 
as to the facts of the case and an inquiry 
is therefore unnecessary. 


| Captain CRAIG: Is it not the fact 
| that the rural council in question selects 
| sites which are calculated to give rise to 
opposition ? 


Morley Estate, County Cavan. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
will state whether the Estates Com- 
missioners have received the Report from 
their inspectors on the Morley estate, 
county Cavan; have the Estates Com- 
missioners made an offer to the owners 
to purchase ; if so, when ; and will he say 
how matters now stand with regard to 
this estate. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners have recently received their 
inspectors’ report in this case, and will 
consider it as soon as possible with a 
view to making an offer for the purchase 
of the estate. 


The Irish Treasury. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
new Government Department, to be called 
the Irish Treasury, proposed to be created 
under the Irish Council Bill, will be sub- 
ject to the control of the Irish Council. 

Mr. BIRRELL: Yes, Sir. 

Irish Equivalent Grants. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland, whether, in the event of 
Parliament voting within the next seven 
years increased amounts to English 
Departments or authorities analagous to 
those that will come under the authority 
of the proposed Irish Council, be will 
make provision that an equivalent amount 
shall be paid into the Irish Fund and 
Irish Treasury ; and, if not, why not. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Bill proceeds 
upon the basis that the financial provision 
is adequate to meet the requirements of 
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the eight Departments during the quin- 
quennial period. In the event of addi- 
tional provision being made for English 
and Scottish services, the question of 
voting moneys to Ireland by way of 


equivalent grant will be one for the | 


decision of Parliament as occasion may 
arise. 


Irish Departments—Constitution. 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE: I beg to ask | 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland how many elected and how 
many nominated members constitute each 
of the following Departments, namely, 
the Council of Agriculture, the Agricul- 
tural Board, and the Board of Technical 
Instruction, 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Council of Agri- 


culture consists of sixty-eight elected and | 


thirty-four nominated members; the 
Agricultural Board of eight elected and 
four nominated members ; and the Board 
of Technical Instruction of fifteen elected 
and six nominated members. The Presi- 


dent and Vice President of the Depart- | 


ment are ex-officio members of these 
bodies. 


Irish Departments — Lord-Lieutenant’s 
and Chief Secretary's Powers of 
Appointment or Dismissal. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland what officers it is competent 
for the Lord-Lieutenant or Chief Secre- 
tary to appoint or dismiss in the following 
Departments, namely, the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland, the Department 


of Agriculture and Technical Instruction | 
| £1,435,374 ; 1904-5, £1,432,918. 


for Ireland, the Congested Districts 
Board for Ireland, the Commissioners of 
Public Works in Ireland, the Inspector 
of Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 
the Registrar-General, the Commissioners 
of National Education in Ireland, and 
the Intermediate Education Board for 
Ireland. 


Mr. BIRRELL: If the hon. Member 


should see fit to move for a Return, I | 
will offer no objection to its being granted. | 


Police Protection on Grazing Farms. 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can now state 


{15 May 1907} 


| how many police are at present employed 


| that Fund have been met. 
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in affording protection to the occupiers 
of grazing farms in the counties of 
Galway, Mayo, Roscommon, Leitrim, and 
Westmeath. 


Mr. BIRRELL : Eighty-one policemen 
are occupied in affording protection to 


| the occupiers of grazing farms in the 
‘counties of Galway, Mayo, and Ros- 


common. In addition, some 400 police 
secure the stock on the farms from 
molestation. 


Viscount TURNOUR: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman consider that the force 
of police is sufficient to prevent any of 
these outrages taking place in the future ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: Any request made 
by the police for further men is always 
very carefully considered. I am told 
that the force is sufficient at present. 


Local Taxation (Ireland) Account. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury what 
was the total amount of payments made 
to the Local Taxation (Ireland) Account 
out of the Consolidated Fund or out of 
any revenue for the years 1901-2, 1903, 
1904, and 1905 respectively; and for 
what Departments and under what Acts 
they were made. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The total pay- 


| ments, partly from the Consolidated Fund 
‘and partly from assigned Revenues, in 


the respective years were: 1901-2, 
£1,445,403 ; 1902-3, £1,441,079 ; 1903-4, 
Some 
of the grants included in these totals are 
not paid direct into the Local Taxation 


(Ireland) Account. They are paid in the 


first instance to the Guarantee Fund 
under the Land Purchase Acts and are 
subsequently transferred to the Local 
Taxation Account after the claims on 
The Acts of 
Parliament governing the payments are 
the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 
1890; the Land Purchase (Ireland) Act, 
1891; the Finance Act, 1894; and the 


| Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898. 
The application of moneys out of the 


Mr. ARKWRIGHT (Hereford) : I beg | 


Local Taxation Account is not under the 
control of the Treasury, but of the Irish 
Government. 
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Irish Lotteries. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, 8.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ire- 
land whether he is aware that invitations 
to participate in Irish lotteries are being 
largely circulated in this country ; 
whether there is any lawin force torbid- 
ding the holding of such lotteries ; and, if 
not, whether he will introduce legislation 
extending the Lottery Act to Ireland. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool Ex- 
change) : I have no official intimation that 
invitations to participate in Irish lotteries 
are being largely circulated in England, 
but I believe the fact to be as stated by 
the hon. Member. The law on the sub- 
ject is the same in England and in Ire- 
land. In both countries such lotteries are 
illegal; so that there is no necessity 
for any such legislation as the hon. Mem- 
ber suggests. 


The Prime Minister and the Condition 

of Ireland. 

CapTaAInN CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether his attention 
has been called to the increasing number 
of outrages throughout the south and 
west of Ireland ; whether he has any 
official information showing that they 
have been instigated or condoned by the 
United Irish League, and, if so, whether 
the Government intend to proceed further 
with the Irish Council bill ; and, if they 
do, will he give a day before the Second 
Reading to debate the state of affairs 
at present existing. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir 
H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN, Stirling 
Burghs): I am not aware that there is 
any foundation for the suggestion con- 
tained in the first part of the Question. 
My right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
informs me that the condition of Ireland 
as a whole is very satisfactory, though in 
certain limited areas disturbances have 
recently taken place in consequence of 
the agitation against the grazing system. 
Proper measures are being taken for the | 
preservation of the peace in these districts, 
and there does not seem to be any 
reason why the present state of Ireland 
should be debated. 


CapTaIn CRAIG: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman in 


his leisure time look to 
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| Scotland, £7,552 ; 
| total, £124,022. 
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the Questions addressed to the Chief 
Secretary and the Answers thereto ag 
showing the state of the country ? 


Mr. MOONEY (Newry): Is it not 
within the knowledge of the House that 
the invariable Answer to the Questions 
put by hon. Members is a direct denial 
on the part of the Government ! 


Viscount TURNOUKR asked if the 
right hon. Gentleman was prepared to 
say that the state of the west of Ireland 
was satisfactory. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I have given all the information I have, 
and it is quite sufficient for my purpose, 
With regard to the Questions and 
Answers referred to, the conclusion | 
have come to on the whole matter is 
that there never was an Answer given in 
the House to some hon. Gentleman that 
would not have a Question arising out 
of It. 


CapTaIn CRAIG: May I press for an 
Answer to my Question as to whether 
these outrages have been instigated or 
condoned by the United Irish League ? 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: 
right hon, Gentleman 
the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary made very 
sions this afternoon as to the state of 
[reland ? 


Was the 
when 
Chiet 
admis- 


present 


grave 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise out of the Question. 


Unemployed Fund. 

CaetaIN CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister what is the total amount 
disbursed under the Unemployed Fund 
since its creation, in England, Scotland, 
and Treland, respectively. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The sum voted in 1906-7 in aid of ex- 
penses under the Unemployed Workmen 
Act was £200,000. The actual expendi- 
tnre out of the Vote in the three 
countries has been: England, £105,420 ; 
Ireland, £11,050; 


Unrest in India. 
Mr. U. J. ODONNELL (Newington, 
Walworth): I beg to ask the Prime 
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Minister if a day can be allotted imme- 
diately after the Whitsuntide holidays to 
discuss the causes of unrest and discon- 
tent in India, in connection especially 
with the excessive taxation of land and 
its impoverishment of the people. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
My right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State for India expressed doubts on 
Monday as to the desirability, in the 
public interest, of discussion at the present 
moment. I share those doubts, and inas- 
much as the debate on the Indian financial 


statement (which I hope will be taken at | 


a very early date after the recess) will 
afford hon. Members ample opportunity 
to place their views before the House, I 
am not prepared to allot a day specially 
for the purpose, 


Mr. C. J. ODONNELL: Will ample 
time be given for the discussion of this 
very important question 7 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
] think a full day for the Indian Budget 
will give ample time. 


Blocking Motions. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether, in view of the 
situation in India, he will ask the hon. 
Member for the Montgomery Boroughs to 
remove his Motion, which prevents the 
House from discharging its duty to India, 
and in fact reduces the House at a 
critical period to a condition of paralysis 
and impotence. 


Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs), 
on a point of order, asked whether the 
hon. Member was in order in imputing to 
him that he could possibly be influenced 
by any right hon. or hon. Gentleman in 
regard to taking off or putting on any 
Motion ; and further, whether the hon. 
Gentleman should not have addressed his 
(Question to him, in which case he would 
have had an Answer suited to his inter- 
vention. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No, Sir. I do not think that I can 
interfere in these personal amenities. 
My hon. friend ought to address himself 
to the hon. Member for the Montgomery 
Boroughs. But I would refer my hon. 


friend to the Answer I have just given to 
my hon. friend the Member for Wal- 
worth. 
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Dr. RUTHERFORD asked if the 
Government would not take action with 
reference to these blocking Motions 
generally ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Yes, Sir, we are willing to doso. As I 
have repeatedly stated in answer to 
demands from the other side—strange 
coming from the other side—|Cries from 
the Opposition Benches, “ Why ?”|— 
hon. Members who are so anxious were 
not present in the previous Parliament, 
otherwise they would understand why— 
there is nothing more to be said on that 
subject just now. We are considering 
the best form of rule, but it will not be 
proceeded with unless it obtains the full 
assent of both sides of the House. 


Mr. MOORE: Will it be brought 
forward along with the Resolutions relat- 
ing to the House of Lords? 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not see that they have much to do 
with each other. Perhaps, however, the 
word “ blocking” suggests a connection to 
the hon. Member. 


Sittings of the House. 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid): I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister if he can now state whether 
the Government intend to proceed with 
the session continuously to end in 
August or September, or whether they 
intend to adjourn in the summer months 
and resume the session in the autumn. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The time has not come when a positive 
Answer can be given to this Question. 
We are anxious, if possible, to avoid an 
autumn session. 


SELECTLON (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON reported from 
the Committee of Selection; That 
they had discharged the following 
Member from Standing Committee B 
(in respect of the Probation of Offenders 
(No. 2) Bill): Dr. Macnamara; and 
had appointed in _ substitution (in 
respect of the Probation of Offenders 
(No, 2) Bill): Mr. Herbert Samuel. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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EDUCATION (POPULAR CONTROL). 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS 
Tydvil) asked leave to introduce a Bill | 
to amend the law relating to the manage- 
ment of public elementary schools not 
provided by the local education authority. 
He said its object was to amend the Educa- 
tion Act of 1902 by providing that the | 
local authority should have two- thirds re- | 
presentation on the managamént of non- 
provided schools instead of one-third as 
at present, or, in other words, that out of 
the six managers four should be appointed 
by the local education authority instead 
of two. An Amendment of that kind, 
he said, was proposed when the Act 
of 1902 was under discussion in that 
House, and was supported by the whole of 
the then Opposition who were now on the 
Government side of the House. Since 
then the country had undoubtedly given 
the Government a mandate in favour of 
popular control. Unfortunately the Gov- 
ernment so far had not been able to give 
etfect to that mandate, and there seemed 
to be no prospect of their doing so in 
this Parliament. The Bill was urgent 
in the case of Wales, where a revolt policy 
had been adopted. He was not going to 
justify that policy, but the fact remained, 
whether it was right or not, that it 


had been adopted by nearly all the, 
education authorities in Wales, and it | 
was likely to remain so unless some 


amendment was made. He hoped and 
believed that this Bill would remove the | 
friction and bitterness which existed in | 
Wales, and also remove any excuse 
for the policy adopted by the loéal 
authorities. The Welsh local authorities 
declined to contribute anything out of | 
the rates towards the maintenance of 
non-provided schools because they had 


no measure of control over them. <A | 
discrimination was made by the local 
education authorities between the two 


classes of schools—public and denomina- 
tional—and over that discrimination the | 
Board Education had no authority 
or cortrol whatever. The result was 
that in Glamorganshire, which was far 
the largest county in Wales, something 
like 38 or 40 per cent. more money was 
spent out of county funds on public than | 
on denominational schools. Although 
the education in the non-provided schools | 
came up to the statutory es | 

| 

| 


required by the Board of Education, the 
standard could not be the same as in 
the provided schools. That inflicted hard- 


{COMMONS} 


| ships upon the teachers, who did not re- 
(Merthyr | 


| of bitterness 


/ not provided by the local 
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ceive the same salaries, and the children 
not only of Churchmen and Catholics, 
| but also of Nonconformists, who attended 
those schools must in consequence suffer, 
The system had engendered an amount 
in Wales of which the 
majority of Members of that House had 
no conception. He hoped the House 
' would agree to the introduction of the Bill, 
' and that the Prime Minister would care. 
fully consider whether he could give 
facilities for its progress. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That 


| leave be given to bring in a Bill to amend 
‘the law relating to the management of 


public elementary schools not provided 
by the local education authority ”— 
(Mr. D. A. Thomas)—put, and agreed to, 


Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. David Alfred Thomas, Mr. Abraham 
(Rhondda), Mr. Brace, Mr. David Davies, 
Mr. Samuel Evans, Colonel Herbert, Sir 
David Brynmor Jones, Mr. Lloyd Mor- 
gan, Mr. Wynford Philipps, Mr. Robin- 
son, and Mr. Osmond Williams. 
CONTROL) 


EDUCATION (POPULAR 


SILL, 

‘To amend the law relating to the 
management of public elementary schools 
education 
authority,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday, 28th May, and to be 


printed. | Bill 204. | 
THE WHITSUNTIDE RECESS. 
Motion made—“ That the House at 
its rising on May 16th, do adjourn until 
Thurs day, May 23rd.” —Sir H. Camphell- 
Denson, 


*Sir JOHN KENNAWAY said he 
wished to ask the Foreign Secretary to 
give the House some information regard- 
ing the progress of the Congo question. 
The hearts of the people had been deeply 
stirred, as was shown by a movement not 
confined to the Churches. In all the 
crowded centres of population large 
meetings had been held, presided over 
by the chief magistrates to protest 
against the continuance of the system 
of misrule on the Congo, where, by the 
imposition of forced labour for private 
profit, almost the whole of the population 
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had heen reduced to a condition of slavery 
and bondage under most barbarous condi- 
tions. It was not merely on humani- 
tarian grounds that a settlement of the 
question was sought. The recent letter of 
Sir Henry Johnstone, who was well quali- 
fied to speak on the subject, showed that 
its continuance was raising a feeling 
among the negro races which constituted 
a growing menace to white administra- 
tion in Africa. He felt a great responsi- 
bility in bringing the question forward, and 
recognised that it ought to be handled 
with extreme delicacy, lest they should 
seem to give a friendly nation any ground 
for thinking that it was their desire to 
interfere with their affairs and with their 
freedom of action. Belgium and England 
were united by closest ties of alliance, 
friendship, and community of interests. 
They knew how intimate was the connec- 
tion of the two Royal Houses. He had, | 
himself, warm recollections of hospitality | 
and kindness, received at the Brussels Con- | 
ference of 1876, at the hands of the King. 
But the fact was clear that the Congo 
Free State which came into existence as 
a great philanthropic enterprise had 
become the scene of vast profits earned by 
slave labour, and had thereby produced a 
scandal of great dimensions. Where 
did England’s duty come in the matter ! 
She was largely responsible for the | 
Berlin Treaty of 1892. The Congo | 
Free State would never have come | 
into existence but for the co-operation 
and sanction and help of Great Britain. | 
Remonstrances had been made again and 
again. They had hoped against hope. 
They had looked for reforms which it 
Was said were going to be arrived at. 
They had been told that the sufferings 
of the natives and the cruelties per- | 
petrated were exaggerated. He thought 
he had the authority of the right hon. 
Grantleman for saying that the state- 
ments had been corroborated to the full, 
and that the reforms were nothing but 
a delusion and a snare. Their attention 
had been called to the Parliamentary 
crisis in Belgium, but he was afraid that 
the result of that Parliamentary crisis 
had been to put an even stronger 
contingent of the King’s Party in the 
new Government than there was in the 
previous Government, and a contingent 
less favourable to freedom. There had 
been going on, and was going on now, 
an attempt to start the annexation to | 
VOL. CLXXIV. [FourtH SEriEs.]} 
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Belgiun of the Congo, which would 
leave the King in complete control, and 
Belzium was being deluded into thinking 
that a valuable property was being put 
before her, and that England, against 
whom a torrent of abuse had been, and 
vas being poured out, was wishing to 
keep her out of it. That new scheme 
of annexation would practically uphold 
the present system in all essentials. 
They were raising the question that day 
with the earnest desire to support His 
Majesty’s Government in pressing for 
He hoped it would be made 
clear to the people of Belgium that if she 
annexed the Congo she was bound by the 
terms of the Act of Berlin, interpreted 
so as to mean that the native of the Congo 
had an unquestioned right to sell his 
labour freely. They wished to consider 
in every way the susceptibilities of the 
Belgian people, but they felt it to be 
their clear duty to try to inform them 
on this matter, and to show that the 
proposed form of annexation would give 
them no real control at all. They asked 
the Belgian people to demand from 
their Government and from the King 
the whole truth about the state of 
affairs in the Congo, its provinces, its 


| liabilities, its revenue and expenditure, 


in order that they might be able to judge 
for themselves as to whether the con- 
tinuance of the system would conduce 
honour and the continuance 
of their high fame. In the last resource, 
they hoped that England, backed by 
the other Powers, would insist that a 
free State, established under international 
powers, and subject to international 
treaties, should become the subject of 
international consideration. The Foreign 
Secretary would know how that might 
be brought about—whether a conference 
could be summoned or other action 
might be possible. They believed in 
his earnest desire to press forward this 
matter. They recognised the difficulties 
that surrounded his action, and they 
desired to give him all the support and 
encouragement in their power. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that in bringing 
forward this question they all, he thought, 
spoke with a very deep sense of responsi- 
bility, and followed the lines and tone 
adopted by the right hon. Baronet 


2M 
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oposite. 
harm in this delicate question were they 
not to speak on the subject with re- 
sponsibility. It was unnecessary to go 
into the past history of the question ; 
they had to deal with the present situation 
to which the right hon. Baronet had 
directed his remarks. No one could 
speak more weightily than the right hon. 
Gentleman on the subject, because he 
had taken a prominent part in connection 
with the Congo State. In 1877 he was 
one of those who believed in the enter- 
prise of King Leopold, and as President 
of the Church Missionary Society, a 
member of the Comite d’Etudes du Haut 
Congo, and of the international anti- 
slavery societies, he helped to put King 
Leopold into the place of Portugal to 
protect the natives. The enterprise had 
turned out sadly, as they all admitted. 
The Congo State, as the right hon Baronet 
had told them, was international in its 
character. It had been brought into 
existence, as he thought the Powers 
generally contended, including even the 
United States, by the Berlin Act. To 
that statement, which was the founda- 
tion of their case, King Leopold replied 
that it was the United States which 
brought the Congo State into existence. 
If so, their case was virtually the same, 
because the American treaty, though 
made before the Berlin and other treaties, 
was on the same lines, and recognised 
the flag of the Congo Committee, of 
which the right hon. Baronet was a 
member. It was recognised that the 
State was founded for philanthropic 
objects, but in recent days the King 
of the Belgians had set up a claim 
couched in almost stronger terms than 
those of Louis XIV. which had been 
often quoted. The Congo State of the 
American treaty had no boundaries ; 
it was a State in embryo. The United 
States, which King Leopold quoted as 
having created the Congo State, had 
expressed the same doctrine as our 
Government expressed, and it might be 
claimed, therefore, that the Government 
of the United States shared in the 
views which the right hon. Baronet had 
put forward. Such a conference as that 
suggested by the right hon. Baronet 
could be forced by us at any time. There 
were several obvious means, which it 
might or might not be wise to go into, 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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It would be very easy to do | 
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by which we could bring about a con- 
ference. No one could read the Berlin 
Act without seeing that it was so. In 


, reply to the deputation of last year and 


afterwards in the House of Commons, the 
Secretary of State used these words— 
“It was impossible for the Powers to con- 
template the maintenance of the present 
régime in breach of the declaration of the 
Powers in the Berlin Act.” 
The right hon. Gentleman also said, 
which they were prepared to confirm— 
“‘ That there was no one in this country who 
had any individual interest in this matter.” 
Our interest was national and_philan- 
thropic, because we were responsible 
in a high degree for the creation of 
the Congo State. That responsibility 


was a double one—a treble one, he 
might almost say. We were not 


only responsible as one of the Powers, 
but we were also responsible singly, and 
again doubly with America. Our re- 
sponsibility as one of the Powers was 
an active one and admitted by all. The 
Government were responsible in a high 
degree, as the right hon. Baronet had 
said, as having been the Power which 
did the most to bring the Congo State 
into existence. We had the treaties 
made by Cameron and refused by Mr. 


Disraeli. We refused to take over the 
territory. We were encouraged by phil- 
anthropists and anti-slavery societies 


to give over the territory to King 
Leopold, and had it not been for us, 
Portugal, which had the old rights anda 
strong claim, would have been in posses- 
sion. It was our action largely, and the 
action of the House of Commons and of 
the missionary bodies and anti-slavery 


societies, which turned out Portugal 
and put in King Leopold. We had alsoa 
joint responsibility with the United 


States, because had it not been for the 
action of the United States, the Berlin 
Conference would not have come about. 
His right hon. friend had alluded to the 
view of the Secretary of State as 
being that of both Front Benches and 
of Lord Lansdowne. His right hon. 
friend’s words, in closing the discussion 
with the deputation last year were 
satisfactory, and he repeated them in 
the House afterwards. The Secretary 
of State said— 

“We wished for the Belgian solution, in 
order to obtain publicity and constitutional 
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con- responsibility in Belgium, which would give | Europe had to interfere, as, if the declara- 
. : 2 some security. 2 desi sel gi las . 
orlin Europe some security. He desired Belgium to | tion of the new Cabinet was to stand, 
be unembarrassed in her choice which he wished | ~ 2 ; 
In her to exercise by taking over the Congo | It must interfere, it would be face to 
and State.” face with an opinion of a majority in 
: . the present Belgian Chamber wilfully 
» the The desire that Belgium should be “un- | 7°, I ! ; cae! 
Ae 0 misled upon this point. The obvious 
' embarrassed” meant, of course, unem- : : 
; ag danger of an interference which must 
con- barrassed except by the provisions of : 
connt : : then take place would be increased. 
the Act of Berlin, of which she could : : 
f the : | The subject was one upon which France 
not rid herself, except with the consent | . r Ate 
. : jand Germany, as adjoining Powers to 
as of Europe. Belgium could not free | : ? 
said, : : -., |the Congo State, ought to come to an 
herself from her treaties except with | , F 
rm— a | understanding. If the Belgian solution 
the consent of the Powers and of the | 7 ; és 
» sha aA ; | broke down, we recognised the French 
3 United States. In every other sense |. : ; P 
ee é fe | right of pre-emption, but it was possible 
she was unembarrassed. They who had |, = . : 
ilan- oon” aa that France might not desire to act 
é been all along connected with this ques- ; : ; : 
sible : | fully on that right, and might, if Belgium 
tion had held their hands; they had| )': 5 
n of ’ 1 ; | chose to stand out, prefer to make fresh 
been careful, moderate, and reserved in | . ; 
bility . bbe |arrangements in which Germany would 
their action in that House. It had been | : : ma 
he ; ; . . ibe a sharer, and in which, with our 
) impossible to prevent public meetings. | : 
not " > 4 | assent, there might be some measure 
when the people were strongly excited | Sis ‘ é 
wers . a of partition in which we should not 
Ts, by the accounts of what had taken]. ss 
and os | desire to participate. The Lado enclave 
4 place, but their action had been moderate 
r Te :; are | was, of course, only leased by us and 
and on correct lines. Belgium had been ee < 5 F 
Was & . ae |fell back into the Soudan. Some time 
é given much time and left, unembar- | ; = : : 
The : ; ase ,ago Lord Fitzmaurice pointed out, and 
rassed, to her choice. His right hon. hi “ee ft 1 snk tek 
ps ‘ ‘ 5 Ss ) ase Was aiterwardas quotec i 
high friend the Secretary of State added that— I | pet 
had the noble Lord the Member for South 
vhich “he refused to face the prospect of the con- | Kensington, when Under-Secretary of 
State tinuance of the present régime for an indefinite | State, that we would and in certain 
‘ time and thought it impossivle to continue to |. ; ee : LS forcible 
eaties recognise indefinitely the present state of circumstances must take _ a Toreib 
> Mr. things.” step which would immediately bring 
r the That t] ft ; about a conference of the Powers. The 
; fa Was 2 crux oO e ¢ 3S ~ ~ 
phil- Their that del er =. tion. | same result might be attained by our 
pay ieir case Was lat delay ov ‘reate : 5 
‘leties dificult; {] rn ee “sn proposing that we and the United 
nt Cuties, some montns avo ay ‘ x 
King ago they | States and Italy, and probably France, 





were alarmed by seeing the statement 
alls, that the action of the late Belgian | 


should resume consular jurisdiction over 





and a Government was likely to be ost poner riots subjects - the Congo. Their 
peed until November. They were ym a pats Te - a ibasegeea - 
id the by the late Belgian Government witha’ =i eg say organi Phan tos 
nd of sesh ooneeneat of the Bal to. Rovenshes the face of the Berlin Act and that their 
avery which might mean the beginning of | Proposals did not a. calculated to 
rtugal next year. They were Shvestened py | Produce publicity in the Congo ad- 
also a is ie Milian idiiaias sas | ministration ; that, under these circum- 
Jnited similar post meinen The scrupule as | stances, delay in again making our 
yr the inblletatinn t the ennaianie f Se, ams position perfectly clear was dangerous. 
Berlin speeches had not aaah otk es pire Our | policy was that the Belgian 
about. Sid England as sepreseated by ‘the Parliament should at once pass a Bill 
to the uniform ‘statements of haed Lansdowne — age hy a pe a 
te as aid thi: Wadia: Sabatini Mae a conditions which would give the Belgian 
3 and “agentes arth rn de Heap ewe, Parliament real power to improve the 
/ hot. F with the liberty of Thien eds: ied administration, and, failing that, ree 
ussion no trace of such a deine: Sileis glee a vider nee < 
bide could only by treaty take the Congo acai re ee — —e 
OF T inte as i wcicted< that was sabi te should be induced to communicate with 
retaty # the Berlin Act and to ebeumatide, Tes Germany as to the eventual exercise of 

te treaties. Un-\ that right of pre-emption. Such a 
oa eas that was made clear to the Belgian policy could alone avoid increased 
ete Government, there was a risk that when | danger. 
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Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.): We 


are all agreed in believing that the best 
and probably the only solution of the 
evils of which we complain is what the 
right hon. Baronet has called the Belgian 


solution, the annexation of the Congo | 


State by Belgium. All we have to con- 
sider on the present occasion is whether 
there are any steps we can take in order 
to bring about that desirable consumma- 
tion. 


{COMMONS} 


There is one step which I think we | 


can take, if it has not been taken already, | 
and that is to make it quite clear—I | 


think the right hon. Gentleman has made 
it clear in his speeches to deputations, 
if not in his speeches in this House— 


that supposing the policy of annexation | 


is rejected, there is nothing in the de- 
crees promulgated last year which would 
reconcile His Majesty’s Government to 


an indefinite prolongation of the existing | 


state of things. To begin with there is 
considerable ambiguity on certain very 
important points as to the intentions 
of the authors 
mentioned one 


decrees. [ 
The Com- 


those 
year. 


of 
last 


mittee which sat to elaborate the reforms | 


recommended that no 


fresh concessions | 


should be granted to private companies | 


which would involve powers of adminis- 
tration and taxation, and that though the 
existing companies might continue to 
exercise their present functions, they 
should be deprived of all power of coercion. 
But the Decrees went further than that, 
they assigned the duty of 
levying taxation in future exclusively to 
special agents appointed by the State 
and acting under the authority of the 
District Commissioners. That 
to imply that in future no persons could 
be employed in levying .taxation who 
were in any way directly or indirectly 
connected with the affairs of the trading 
companies, and who, therefore, had 
a personal motive for extortion. If 
that was the interpretation it was the 
recognition of a very valuable principle. 
Bat no one, I think, can read the White- 
paper, published within the past few days, 
without very grave suspicion, amounting 
almost to a feeling of certainty, that the 
term “State agent” really means 
the agent of the companies, and, in 
point of fact, it the same indi- 
vidual under a different name; and, 
in view of the rumours of fresh 
concessions on a large scale to American 


because 


is 


seemed | 


| they rest, that 
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and other companies, this is a question to 
which I think it would be well worth 
while to draw the attention of the Congo 
Government, in order, if possible, to 
obtain an explanation. Then there js 
the question of how far the reforms which 
are embodied in these decrees have been 
carried into execution. If we are to 
judge from the reports of the vice- 
consuls in various parts of the Congo, 
and the reports of missionaries, I think 
we shall certainly arrive at the conclusion 
that the reforms which have been 
carried out are few and that they have 
produced very small results. Quite 
apart from those reports, I think we 
should arrive at the same conclusion 
from the circumstance referred to in the 
Belgian Parliament, namely, that last year 
there has been no such diminution in the 
rubber export as we should have ex- 
pected if the decree had been carried 
out reducing the labour tax from sixty 
to forty hours a month. But the really 
important point with regard to these 
decrees, what makes it impossible to 
regard them as in any sense affording a 
basis for a permanent settlement of this 
problem, is the assumption upon which 


reform in the Congo 


| State is not to be regarded as an act of 


tardy justice and reparation which is to 
be carried out, whatever the cost, but asa 
distant ideal, a distant counsel of per- 
fection which is not to interfere with the 
efficiency of the Congo State Govern- 
ment as an instrument for raising 
revenue. His Majesty’s (Government 
should make it clear that they cannot 
under any circumstances admit that 


| financial difficulties supply any excuse for 





refusing to carry out the purposes, the 
prospect and promise of which alone 
secured recognition for the Congo State 
twenty-five years ago. It has been 
argued that even annexation by Belgium 
would not necessarily provide a remedy, 
and it has been suggested in some 
quarters that the right hon. Gentleman 
should make an announcement 
the question comes up for decision 
in the Belgian Parliament that an- 
nexation will not have our approval! 
unless it is accompanied by guarantees 
for what we are accustomed to 
regard as constitutional control. I am 
am not sure that annexation would be 
valueless even if it took place under the 


before 
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derisory conditions contemplated by 
the Colonial law. Almost anything 
will be better than the existing 
state of things. I cannot help thinking 
that, once the principle of national 


responsibility is accepted by Belgium, 
not be very long before the 
restrictions which hamper the action 
of Parliament will be swept away, 
and I think any announcement of the 


it will 


kind suggested would be both inex- 
pedient and unnecessary. I cannot be- 
lieve the Belgian people are likely 


to accept annexation except in cir- 
cumstances which would enable them 
to put an end to abuses of which they 
are aS conscious as we are ourselves. 
What we have to apprehend much more 
is that they may be deterred from 
undertaking annexation by the financial 
liabilities. That is the crucial point. If 
reforms are carried out and abuses are put 
astop to it will meana large loss of revenue, 
which will have to be made good out 
of the pockets of the Belgian taxpayers. 
That brings me to the only suggestion 
which I should like to put forward, and I 
do so in all humility on my own res- 
ponsibility because I think it is worthy 
of some consideration. None of us are 
ina position to say how far, supposing 
effectual reforms are carried out, it will 
be possible to carry on the administration 
without a great discrepancy between 
revenue and expenditure. In the case 
of almost everyone of our British Pro- 
tectorates, for a great number of years 
they could only be carried on by the 
assistance of large grantsinaid. Belgium 
is precluded from raising any large 
umount of revenue in the form of in- 
direct taxation by the provisions of the 


Berlin Act, which limit the rate of 
Customs duties to a very low scale 
and were inserted with the express 


idea of encouraging and freeing inter- 
national trade. As a matter of fact, 
freedom of trade has been strangled by 
the introduction of the concessionary 
Assuming it would be 
possible by a moderate all-round increase 
of the Customs duties, which would not 
involve any differentiation between the 
imports of one Power and those of 
another, to make up for the deficit which 
would be caused in the revenue by the 


syste n. 


introduction of reforms, is it not worth 
while considering whether the Powers 
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Tee 088, 


should not intimate their willingness to 
take into consideration the question of a 
revision of duties on condition that 
annexation by Belgium is accompanied by 
solid guarantees for the termination of 
abuses and the removal of restrictions 
which in fact have proved more injurious 
to the growth of trade than any tariff 


904 


‘would have been? As toa further attempt 


being made to induce the various 
Powers to come together in a_con- 
ference, the right hon. Gentleman will 
be able to inform the House whether 
the prospects of such a conference are 
more favourable now than when the 
late Government made the proposal. 
We have the very gratifying resolution 
passed on the motion of Senator Lodge 
in the United States Senate, and a very 
remarkable change of tone is noticeable 
both in the French and German Press. 
What is desired in this matter is not 
merely to carry other Powers with us. 
but, as far as possible, to carry with us 
public opinion in Belgium itself; and I 
cannot imagine a better way of doing 
that than bv giving some concrete and 
taneible evidence that a conference. if 
it meets, will act in no hostile spirit 
towards Belgium, but only in the desire 
to give her every assistance in putting 
her own house in order. 


*Mr. BENNETT (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stook) said he thought that every 
Member of the House agreed that 
the time for the preduction of evi 
dence against the administration of 
the Congo State was past and over. 
The evidence lay before them com- 
plete and indubitable, and all that re- 
mained for them was action based upon 
that evidence. Large and -enthusiastic 
meetings had been held in practically 
every big town and city in the Kingdom, 
and he was certain that a very large 
number of thoughtful people in the 
country felt very deeply on the matter, 
and would be grievously disappointed if 
the present policy of drift were allowed 
to continue. Apart, however, from the 
mass of testimony accumulated in the 
past it was worth while noticing that the 
evils of Congo mis-government continued 
at this moment unabated. Missionaries 
and travellers continued to send in reports 
of the systematic barbarism practised by 
the Conglese officials, and one story 
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recently reported by Mr. Bond, of the 
Balolo Mission—the gradual decimation 
of a village community by sordid and 
murderous cruelty—was one of the most 
terrible items in the long and appalling 
list of Congo atrocities. And if such 


things were actually going on under the 


very eyes of Englishmen, let hon, Mem- 
bers try to realise, if they could, the 
devilries which were being perpetrated in 
outlying districts of that vast area as yet 
unvisited by missionaries or travellers. 
If anyone were disposed partially to 
discount such evidence as that given 
above on the ground of its being too 
*‘ sensational,” let such a critic turn to a 
recent Report furnished by our own Vice- 
Consul Armstrong who speaks of the 
imposition in A.B.I.R. territories of a 
new poll-tax of 25 francs per annum. 
Now as the native received for 1 kilo. 
of rubber, of the market value of 8-10 
frances, only 1 kilo. of salt, value 30-50 
centimes, the imposition of this cruel tax 
meant the production of 4 kilos. of rubber 
per month—a practical impossibility 
tor the wretched labourer, as it would 


leave him absolutely no margin of 
time to secure any adequate sub- 
sistence for himself or his family. 


Never in his opinion had the position 
of affairs with respect to Congo reform 
been more critical than at present, or 
the prospect of securing such reform 
more gloomy. In the first place, King 


Leopold had openly repudiated any 
British right of interference. In an 


interview with Sir Arthur Hardinge, 
M. de Cuvelier, the Belgian Minister, 
had used these words-- 

‘“No foreign Power had any right to inter- 
fere with the internal administration of the 
Congo Free State.” 

Sir Arthur Hardinge had then asked 
whether, if King Leopold saw fit to 
establish a system of absolute and un- 
disguised slavery, the signatory Powers 
would still possess norights of interference, 
and the same answer had been returned 
by the Belgian Minister. Again, the 
constitution of the new Cabinet at 
Brussels could not inspire much hopeful- 
ness. Some of the Ministers appeared tobe 
mere subservient nominees of the King, 
and others had direct financial interests in 
the profits of the Congo rubber com- 
panies. But the chief reason of his 
pessimism as to present possibilities of 
Congo reform was as follows. The 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 


Mr. Bennett. 


{COMMONS} 
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had declared last July that “ we cannot 
wait for ever”; how greatly he wished 
that the right hon. Gentleman could tell 
the House that evening “ we can wait no 


longer.” He feared that at any moment 
ithe King, through his subservient 
‘Cabinet, might secure the technical 


annexation of the Congo by Belgium on 
the same evil lines — the negation of all 
civil rights to the natives, the denial to 
the black of any right to the produce of 
the soil, his own labour, his wife and 
children, or, indeed, his own life. If the 
Congo were annexed on such conditions 
as those our difficulties would ‘be in- 
creased tenfold. If we had found it 
difficult to deal with the private ruler of 
a State, of which we ourselves were, so 
to speak, a trustee, Jet the House 
think of the obstacles in our way if 
the Congo was governed on the same 
conditions by the Belgian nation, the 
neutrality ‘of which had been guaran- 
teed by the Powers of Europe! If that 
came to pass, he feared that the infamy 
of the Congo would become stereotyped 
and permanent. That present discussion 
on the Congo would perhaps be the last 
within the House of Commons, and the 
long series of Parliamentary speeches on 
the subject delivered by Members of 
different political parties since 1903 
would remain in //ansard as melancholy 
moruments of futile enthusiasm and, he 
was bound to add, national discredit. 
King Leopold had recently appeared to 
abandon his attempts to justify the mis- 
conduct of his satraps on the Congo, or 
contradict the verdict of his own Com- 


mission. He had taken refuge in 
patriotism—the last resort of such a 


monarch—and his followers were indulg- 
ing in violent abuse of the British 
Government and people for our supposed 
intention to override the “ constitutional 
rights of Belgium.” The Belgian apolo- 
gists for Congo misrule adopted the 
al hominem argument of recounting 
various instances of alleged misdoings on 
the part of Great Britain herself. A 
Belgian Minister had, for example, 
recently exclaimed in the Chamber, “ We 


lare not a Transvaal to be suppressed 


amid the protests of the civilised world.” 
Well, he was quite ready to acknowledge 
that ourown hands as an Imperial race 
were not wholly clean. He frankly con- 
fessed that since he had entered that 
House things had occurred in Egypt, 
Natal, India, and the Transvaal which, to 
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some extent, shocked and disappointed 
his Radicalism: he regretted that recog- 
nition Was so re adily accorded to that 
mischievous fetish, the superior wisdom 
and humanity of the “man on the spot,” 
and that at the recent Colonial Confer- 
ence, wherein certain commercial advan- 
tages for a handful of Colonial farmers 
were discussed ad nuuseam, no single 
word was uttered on behalf of the griev- 
ances, material welfare, or moral advance- 
ment of the King’s black subjects in those 
self-governing Colonies. Nevertheless, all 
said and done, to compare ourown failures 
and errors with the atrocious oppression of 
the Congolese natives was to lack all 
sense of proportion ; it was in fact im- 
possible, he thought, to find anywhere in 
history, ancient or modern, any parallel 
for this cruel and continuous exploitation 
of 15,000,000 of helpless blacks for the 
sake of private profit. At any rate we 
could say with the utmost sincerity that 
in this matter of Congo reform we were 
absolutely disinterested. If to-morrow 
morning the Congo State were parti 
tioned between France and Germany, 
every Member of that House would 
greet the news with unfeigned delight. 
Of course private Members in that House 
could not help realising their impotence 
in these great questions of foreign policy | 
and international ethics. They were | 
like the rank and file of the Homeric 
armies who advanced “ breathing valour ” 
or “chattering like cranes,” “but con- 
tributed very little to the settlement of 
the great issues which were decided by 
their leaders. Nevert!:eless, he ventured 
to beg the Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
to use his best endeavours to bring about 
a conference of the signatory Powers. 
The moment might not be wholly 
propitious, but the possible alternative— 
Belgian annexation on existing lines— 
was too dreadful to contemplate. Nay, 
if the British Government declined to 
recognise any longer the flag of what 
was virtually a slave State, and tried the 
effect of a “peaceful blockade,” he 
thought that the despatch of a single 
cruiser to the mouth of the river would 
speedily bring the monarch of the Congo 
on his knees. The Foreign Secretary 
had spoken as follows in 1904— 

“He did not think that any of the great 
European Powers, with the facts so clearly 
established as they now were, ought to be 
content in view of their own honour in the 
matter to sit still and do nothing.” 


{15 May 1907} 
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If those words were true then, as they 
certainly were, they were a fortiori true 
now. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) said 
he wished to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Foreign Secretary whether he 
thought there was any likelihood of Bel- 
gium taking over the Congo. He under- 
stood from answers that had been given 
that practically a promise had been given 
that a Bill would be brought into the 
Belgian Chamber which would carry out 
that proposal. Everybody realised the 
importance of the question and that the 
statements made with reference to savagery 
and cruelty on the Congo were quite true. 
There was no doubt that a large number 
of people had believed that those reports 
were very much exaggerated, but, 
although there might have been a certain 
amount of exaggeration, it was perfectly 
plain from the testimony received from 
Italy, France, Germany, and Belgium 
herself that the statements were true 
to a very great extent, and that at presen: 
there was an extraordinary amount of 
cruelty, tyranny, and savagery going on 


in the Congo. He would like, in con- 
firmation of that statement, to quote 


to the House what appeared on 28th 
February last in Le Patriote, a Belgian 
Royalist and Catholic paper. An indig- 
nant editorial on the situation contained 
the following— 


“The rebellion in the A.B.IR. territory 
extends. The Government itself forces the 
rubber, and delivers it on the Antwerp quay 


to the brokers of the A.B.I.R. ... Nothing 
is altered on the Congo. 


The same abominable 
measures are adopted; the same outrages take 
place. ... The Government is adopting the 
same measures as in the Mongalla, flooding the 
A.B.LR. territory with soldiers to utterly 
smash the people, whom it thinks will then 
work, and the rubber output be increased. . . . 
The memory of these deeds wil! remain graven 
in the memory of man, and in the memory of 
Divine vengeance. Sooner or later the execue 
tioners will have to render an account to 
God and to history.” 


He believed that more than one Bel- 
gian paper corroborated the testimony 
to which he had referred. Many persons 
desired that there should be a conference 
in regard to the matter. It appeared to 


them that if there was a conference 
between Germany and France, taking 


into account the fact that France had a 
right of pre-emption, and if we_were 
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allowed to attend that conference with 
the United States and those other coun- 
tries, there might be found some means of 
forcing Belgium to take action in the 
matter. He was very glad the debate 
on this question had taken place, 
and he sincerely trusted that the outcome 
might be some action which would lead 
t» the cessation of the abuses of which 
they complained. The question had not 
been raised in any hostile spirit, for they 
all recognised that the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs had the interests of 
this country at heart in every particular. 
He sincerely trusted that the right hon. 
Gentleman might be able to do some- 
thing for the benefit of the unfortunate 
people of the Congo Free State. 


*Srr_ F. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.) said hon. Members in all parts 
of the House were grateful to the right 
hon. Baronet for having raised this dis- 
cussion. The noble Lord the Memter 
for South Kensington had contributed 
a thovghtful analysis of the actual 
situation in connection with the Congo. 
It did not seem to him that it would 
be useful to enter into the appalling 
record of the terrible condition of affairs 
in the Congo with which they were 
familiar, or to develop any arguments 
based on the special conduct of the 
Belgian monarch, which might tend to 
exasperate the situation in Belgium. He 
thought that all wise, thoughtful, and 
humane men who had_ studied the 
acknowledged facts of the question 
would be at one in wishing, without 
stirring up bitterness which might defeat 
their object, to find some practical sug 
gestions which might lead to a termina- 
tion of this chapter of horrors in the 
Congo basin. The noble Lord had said 
with perfect accuracy that annexation 
pure and simple, such as some Belgians 
were willing to agree to, might tend to 
bring about through publicity and dis- 
cussion in the Belgian Parliament those 
checks upon ill-government in Africa 
which right-minded men would wish to 
The noble Lord had suggested 
that we should not insist on the condi- 
tions which the various treaties placed at 
our disposal. 


see. 


*Ear~t PERCY: I do 
suggested that. 


Mr. Pike Pease. 


not think I 
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*Str F. CHANNING said he thought 
that the noble Lord rather discouraged 
the idea of the right hon. Member for the 
Forest of Dean that we should insist on 
those general conditions of the Berlin 
and Brussels Conferences being observed, 
upon the basis of which the Congo State 
was explicitly formed. The noble Lord 
made a suggestion in regard to what 
really lay at the bottom of the whole 
matter, the economic position in which 
Belgium would find herself after annexa- 
tion. His suggestion that the Powers 
should permit customs duties to be levied 
on imports into the Congo basin was of 
great importance, but if that would lead 
to a diminution of the trade they wished 
to see on the Congo River and the Congo 
basin it might defeat the very object he 
had in view. The very first 
contemplated by the Powers for carrying 
out the policy of the civilisation of the 
Congo had been to throw it open to the 
legitimate trade of the world, 
They were all familiar with the experi- 
ences related by Sir Henry Stanley who 
stated his impression that the natives 
had splendid qualities for carrying on 
trade. He submitted that that was the 
true key to the solution of this problem 
if Belgium did annex the Congo Free 
State. What they had to do was to 
insist, as a solemn duty, on the conditions 
under which the Congo Free State was 
established, being carried out to the 
letter, and this opening to trade was the 
only way of accomplishing that purpose. 
It should be remembered that this country 
was not only responsible for the Congo 
State, it was responsible for the very 
existence of Belgium asa State in Europe ; 
and that imposed upon us the solemn 
duty of supporting those Members of the 
Belgian Parliament who were endeavour- 
ing to work out a right and proper solu- 
tion of the problem of the government 
of the Congo, and who were well aware 
of the terrible condition of things that 
prevailed there, and of the mendacious 
statements that were made in some 
quarters to disguise what had occurred. 
They need not exasperate the situation 
by criticising the action of the Belgian 
monarch; but what they might do in 
that House was to point out the enormous 
possibilities which a rational handling of 


means 


whole 


the economic situation by the develop- 
ment of trade might bring about. A 
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European conference might be brought 
about. That should be their first aim, 
but if that were impracticable, there 
might be joint action between this 
country and the United States. Presi- 
dent Roosevelt had solved more than 
one great international problem; and 
he thought that if President Roosevelt 
could, with the assistance of His 
Majestv’s Government, bring pressure 
to bear on the Belgium Government on 
this matter, the result would be that they 
might face the difficulties of the future in 
that part of Africa. As he had already 
said, the key to the whole sitnation was 
to open the great area of Central Africa 
to free commerce, which would extend 
civilisation and give the natives that 
rational hold upon their own lands and 
rational interest in the products of their 
industry on which civilisation must rest. 


*Me. NOLAN (Louth, S.) said he 
had listened with great attention to the 
various speeches which had just been 
delivered, but he had not been able to 
discover any sufficient reason why this 


debate should have been initiated under 


present circumstances, They were on 
the eve of the holidays, and the few 
hon. Members present were anxious to 
get away to other scenes 
occupations fora brief time. But certain 
Members of the House seemed to consider 
that that was a fitting occasion on which 
to arraign the rule of a friendly State, 
with the view of getting a judgment of 
that House upon it. He had read much 
that had been written and said in regard 
to the government of the Congo Free 
State. It struck him that the history 
of that State could be divided into 
three parts. The pre-Belgian period, 
the Belgian period before 1896, and the 
Belgian period after 1896. Up to the 
time of the journey through the territory 
by the late Sir Henry Stanley the map of 
Africa of that region was a blank. It 
was described by geographers as a jungle 
inhabited by savege wild beasts, and by 
men still more savage. Sir Henry Stanley 
found that there were great possibilities 
connected with it and on his return to 
Europe he did his utmost to awaken 
interest in it in this country, but signally 
failed. Sir Henry Stanley, however, found 
in Belgium a more sympathetic audience 
and succeeded in inducing the King of 


{15 May 1907} 


and other 
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Belgium to take an interest in his scheme. 
Amongst other things King Leopold sent 
out a staff of officers who organised an 
army to cope with the slave traders. 
At the time when Stanley visited the 
country, the House must remember 
that those slave traders were in the habit 
of raiding the country, inflicting a loss of 
life calculated at 100,000 per annum. 
In addition a number of boys and girls 
were annually carried away into slavery. 
King Leopold, after a long and severe 
struggle, succeeded in smashing the 
power of these Arab slave traders and 
raiders and put an end to the system. 
The King also prevented the introduction 
of alcoholic drink which had wrought 
such havoc in other parts of Africa. 
He had spent millions of money, some 
of it his own money and some of it 
the money of his friends, in the con- 
struction of a railway connecting the 
Tallwa’ 
upper and the lower Congo. He 
had also constructed landing stages, and 
placed fleets of steamers for service on 
the rivers and lakes. He had made 
provision for the establishment of 
Christian Missions which he (Mr. Nolan) 
understood were as successful in deal- 
ing with the natives as the missions 
in any other part of the world. In 
fact he learned, that the system was 
so far successful that some of the 
natives who came under the influence of 
these missions and acquired some know- 
ledge were able to preach religion 
among the savage tribes at some dis- 
tance from the mission, and teach them 
what they themselves had learnt. Up 
to the year 1896 there were no words 
found sufficient to express the admira- 
tion of the civilised world for King 
Leopold while he was carrying out 


this great work at his own expense 
and that of his immediate friends. 


So long as there was no prospect of 
any monetary return for the outlay of the 
King there was not a single word 
uttered against him or his representatives ; 
but in 1896 rubber commenced to be 
found in large quantities, and ther2 were 
rumours also of the existence of gold in 
the Congo. A change at once took place. 
First, demands were made on_ behalf 
of an interested group of people in 
Liverpool that the Congo should be 
trade. Rightly or 


thrown open to 


wrongly, that demand was refused. 
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Possibly King Leopold and his ad- 
visers thought that, having expended 
millions of treasure in establishing 
public works, they should not allow 
independent traders from other countries 
to come in and carry on_ trade 
in a manner not likely to improve the 
condition of the natives or of the country. 
There were examples of what the intro- 
duction of private traders meant in some 
of our own Colonies in West Africa. From 
that time forward a change took place in 
the way in which King Leopold and his 
work in the Congo was spoken about, 
and no words could be found too 
abusive to apply to him. He thought 
the climax was reached when the ruler 
of a friendly state was described as being 
“an inhuman monster.” But there was 
another side to the picture. On the 
occasion of King Leopold’s jubilee a year 
or two ago he was presented with an 
address of a highly complimentary char- 
acter by 600 English gentlemen living in 
Belgium, who had every opportunity 


of forming an opinion as to King 
Leopold’s character. He had heard 


some of the speakers refer to meet- 
ings which had been held in this 
country at which King Leopold’s rule in 
the Congo Free State had been denounced. 
One afternoon, there being no pressing 
business in the House, he went to one of 
these meetings, and heard a great deal of 
abuse of the Congo Free State Govern- 
ment. But not one word of evidence in 
support of the charges which were made 
was brought forward. One gentleman, 
who was active in making charges, was 
asked whether he could give any proof 
in support of them, and he produced 
several strips of ribbon with pieces 
of twigs attached to them, and he 
said those twigs represented people who 
had been murdered, a long twig being for 
a man, a shorter one being for a woman, 
and the smaller ones for children. He 
did not know what the others thought, 
but he thought this was rather trifling 
with the audience. Some years ago a 
gentleman connected with the Congo 
Reform Association did make a specific 
charge against an officer of the Congo 
Free State. What was the result ? 
That officer of the Congo Free State 
brought an action against him, not in 
Belgium, not in the Congo, but in Lon- 
don, and the result was that the officer 


Mr. Nolun. 


{COMMONS} 
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obtained a verdict with £500 damages 
and costs against that employee of the 
Congo Reform Association. It would be 
noticed that from that day onwards 
the lecturers of the Reform Associa- 
tion had carefully abstained from giving 
particulars as to these alleged outrages 
in the Congo Free State. What did 
the inquiries of the Consuls and Vice- 
Consuls who went out to investigate the 
state of aifairs in the Belgian Congo 
amount to? The whole of their dis- 
coveries, as shown in the White-book 
issued a few days ago, amounted to 
this: that a British subject who was 
a native of Nigeria had been flogged 
by a Belgian officer for prowling about 
a camp at night. He believed the 
Congo Government called this Belgian 
officer to account, but that he died on 
his way to the coast to be tried. 
Notwithstanding that, compensation 
was given to the man who was 
flogged. In regard to that matter he 


Recess. 


would like hon. Members to think of 
what went on in India under the rule 
of the British Government. They 


knew that His Majesty’s subjects were 
imprisoned there for long periods without 
being brought to trial, and were flogged 
every year by thousands for breaches of 
the law. If half of what happened under 
our own rule in British Possessions could 
be charged to the Congo Free State Gov- 
ernment he could understand Members of 
that House rising up to denounce it. The 
Congo Government did not pretend that 
there were no abuses, but what they did 
say was that every effort was being made 
by the Government to put an end to those 
abuses. Were there no abuses in 
London ? Here, in the heart of the 
British Empire, there was a Commission 
sitting to consider the administration of 
the police, against whom charges were 


made which were more terrible than 
any form of physical violence. If those 
charges were now being _ brought 


against the police of the Metropolis, 
it was not surprising that some ot the 
officials in the Congo Free State, thousands 
of miles from civilisation, armed with 
modern weapons, surrounded by natives, 
should have been guilty of cruelty. But 
whenever a charge of that sort had been 
brought to the attention of the author- 
ities the official was brought to 
justice for it. He knew that a nun- 
ber of Members of that House had 
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their minds made up on this question. 
They had not heard, and did not appear 
to desire to hear, anything beyond one | 


side of the question, and although | 
the wild charges that were made | 
were not supported by any practical | 


testimony they were accepted as true. 
He noticed in the organ which had 
been specially started and run to 
make these attacks on King Leopold 
and the officials of the Congo Free State 
that from one end of the year to the 
other not one word of credit had been 
given to King Leopold or the Govern- 
ment of the Congo Free State for any 
of the good work that had been done. 
Cardinal Gibbons and other independent 
witnesses of the highest character, | 
Catholic and Protestant, had vouched for | 
the good work done there. But no notice 
was taken of evidence of that kind. 
Many people took it for granted that no 
charge against King Leopold and his | 
Government could be too bad to be 
believed. They would not give attention 
to the other side. What happened in 
German Africa? King Leopold had 
never sent out an army to the Congo; | 
he had sent out some European officers, | 
not all Belgian, but some Italians, | 
some Swedes, and afew English. Ger- | 
many sent out an army supplied with | 
arms of precision and plenty of ammu- | 
nition to make war on the Hereros, | 
and the slaughter went on for years ; but 
there was no protest against that, and he | 
supposed that if King Leopold had been | 
the master of many Jegions there would | 
have been no protest against what had | 
taken place in the Congo Free State. 
But because King Leopold was the ruler 
of a small industrial State every kind | 
of abuse could be poured upon him 
without any reproof by any person 
in authority. He had no personal in- 
terest in this matter direct or indirect ; 
but he liked fair play, and since his 
attention had been called to this question 
he had read the evidence on both sides, | 
and while he was prepared to admit that | 
there were abuses in the Congo, yet he | 
claimed, in the interests of fair play, that | 
people ought to look not merely on | 
the admitted abuses but on the great | 
work being done there in the interests of 
Christian civilisation. 





Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, | 
N.W.) said he felt it was great | 


cause for satisfaction that one more 
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opportunity had been given for dis- 
cussing this question. His difficulty in 
discussing it was that of approaching it 
from the attitude of anything like states- 
manship, or to use language in regard to 
it that would be permitted in that 
Assembly. If ever there was a subject 
to which strong language was appropriate 
it was this. The hon. Member for South 
Louth had fallen foul of some Members of 
the House because they, in attacking the 
Congo, attacked the ruler of a friendly 
State. If he were tempted into that line 
of discussion it would not be very difficult 
to justify any attack which the hon. 
Member had attempted to repel, bunt 
which had never been made. ‘The 
history of the Congo Free State showed 
that the missionaries were there long 
before the King of the Belgians under- 
took the civilisation of the district. 
The hon. Member had contrasted the 
action of King Leopold with that of 
Germany, who had sent out an army 
to another part of Africa, But the Free 
State had armed savages and cannibals. 
Had the hon. Member read the Belgian 
Commission’s report upon this matter ? 


Mr. NOLAN said that if the hon. 
Member for N.W. Norfolk had read it 
he would have found that while the Com- 


| missioners recommended certain reforms, 


they gave credit for the great work 
effected. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITE replied that 
he had read it, and that it teemed with 
facts of the grossest atrocities on the very 
largest scale. He had never read in the 
whole history of the civilised world of atro- 
cities to equal them. He had himself been 
over and over again in the company of 
men who had seen those mutilated 
natives, and he had heard their state- 
ments of how those terrible mutila- 
tions had been inflicted, and it was too 
late in the day for any hon. Member, 
in any circumstances, to get up and 
attempt to suggest that those state- 
ments were altogether manufactured for 
the purpose of getting up an agitation 
in this country. The evidence of 
the number of twigs as to the murders 
committed in certain districts, and the 
testimony of the men who had accepted 
those records from those who had know- 
ledge of the deeds, were amply sufficient, 
an! the hon. Member had no right to 
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get up in that House and say that those 
statements were absolutely false. 


*Mr. NOLAN said that the records 
of which the hon. Member spoke did not 
look as if they had ever been in Africa ; 
they could get them made in London by 
the waggon-load. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITE said that they 
sect up in that House and in the country 
a claim to being animated by a spirit of 
universal brotherhood. What a burlesque 
the whole thing was in the face of those 
gigantic atrocities! If natives under 
British sway had been treated in that way, 
hundreds and thousands being subjected 
to those cruelties, the whole Empire would 
have risen in indignation and demanded 
reparation. He thought, therefore, that 
they were bound to press upon the 
Government that they should take such 
steps as would bring about a termination 
of such gross misrule. The agitation had 
been going on now in this country for 
several years, and yet practically nothing 
had been changed. There was no proper 
administration in the Congo. An hon. 
Member had spoken of the slave trade 
having been abolished. He would ven- 
ture to say that a great number of the 
natives of those districts had been sub- 
jected toinfluences which were worse than 
the slave trade as it was carried on before. 
The whole system of management was 
rotten to the core, and he thought that 
our obligations required us to take such 
steps as might be necessary to enable the 
Belgian people to understand that these 
things would no longer be tolerated. 
Many of the missionaries were in districts 
where the cruelties had been going on, 
but latterly it had become difficult for 
them to keep their position ; yet even 
those who were a considerable distance 
away from the centre of maladministration 
had become acquainted with what was 
going on. He had said just now that 
there had been no change. He thought 
that there had been a change in one 
respect, that the district was getting 
rather too warm for the continuance 


of the missionaries, and attempts 
were now being made to prevent 


them from getting sites for their chapels 

where they could carry on their worship 

He did not wonder at it. No British 

missionary could live in the districts 

where these things were going on without 

being compelled to report and _ protest 
Mr. (reorge White. 
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against them. The missionaries were 
the first to protest against slavery in 
Jamaica, and they were the main instru- 
ments in getting that slavery removed. 
So now, in these days, unless they could 
support the missionaries in the demands 
they had made for freedom of worship, 
they would not get the information which 
they hada right to demand at their hands. 
It was for His Majesty’s Government to 
say what were the steps which could be 
taken to put an end to these misdeeds. 
For his own part he felt that it was 
dangerous to consent without conditions 
to the annexation of the Congo Free 
State to Belgium. He had presented to 
the House a few days ago a petition from 
working men, the prayer of which exactly 
described the position which the nation 
ought to take up, and he thought 
the Government ought not to be behind 
public opinion. Like the hon. Member 
who had just spoken, he had attended 
one or two of the meetings which had 
been held in different parts of the 
country. He was bound to say that 
they had been perfectly unanimous ; 
and he would like those who had 
been witnesses of these transactions, 
and gentlemen connected with the 
Congo Reform Association of Liverpool, 
to put the House in full possession of 
their statements, and then no man would 
doubt the truth of the statements, nor the 
sincerity of those who had spoken to them. 
The House had to consider the position 
which we occupied, having accepted the 
Declaration, which, of course, was accepted 
under the very specious promises of King 
Leopold. It was quite true that eleven 
or twelve years ago King Leopold was 
hailed as the saviour of the Congo, but 
that was on the strength of his promises, 
and those promises had not been ful- 
filled in any one particular, so far as 
he knew. Therefore, as a party to the 
Declaration, this country had a right to 
take a firm and consistent step, and 
he could not but believe that the 
other nations of Europe, which were 
quite as much interested in the con- 
dition of the Congo and _ desired 
to see these cruelties abolished, would 
join in any reasonable arrangement, 
first by calling a Conference, and then 
by seeing what were the steps which 
could be devised. He hoped that this 
nation would not consent to the annexa- 
tion of the Congo to Belgium, unless 
under such conditions as would ensure 
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some reasonable terms for these poor 
native races who had been so cruelly 
misused and ill-treated by their governors. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
said he had understood the noble Lord to 
siy, though he must have mistaken 
him, that the British taxpayer would be 
called upon in certain contingencies to 
provide funds for the administration 
of the Congo. 

Belgian 


fo 


*EarL PERCY: No, the 


taxpayer. . 

*Mr. REES hoped, at any rate, that 
before long this country would be 
rid of a responsibility which it seemed 
ejually unable to discharge or to evade. 
He did not wish to touch upon this 
question except in regard to what was 
suid by the hon. Member for Woo:lstock, 
who had remarked that our hands were 
not clean but that other nations’ hands 
were less clean in dealing with sub- 
ject p2oples. He was not concerned 
to appraise the degrees of dirt that might 
alhere to the hands of others, bat he did 
repudiate the assumption that our hands 
were not clean. He remembered that 
the hon. Member for Woodstock referred 
to this question last year and said that 
British otficers abroad regarded natives as 
pose Oovdoc, or bornslaves. But on the 
other hand the hon. Member regarded the 
British officer abroad as quae Tépavvos, 
orborn tyrant. Of the twocreeds he would 
rather subscribe to the former than to the 
latter. / His object in rising, however, was 
toask the Foreig1 Secretary a question 
with regard to another matter that had 
reference to the contemplated communi- 
cations between Anatolia and Persia, 
which, in point of fact, made a new road 
to India. The particular question of 
this socalled Baghdad railway was 
indeed a most important one, and 
the Leader of the Opposition, when he 
was in office, proposed, at one time, that 
we should actively participate in the 
scheme. He wished to ask, in reference 
to the increase by 3 per cent. of Turkish 
customs, which, as he understood, had 
been practically agreed upon, whether 
the funds which would be realised over 
and above what were required would be 


so earmarked that they could not be | 
used by the Turkish Government as a 


guarantee to the German concessionaire. 
e was well aware that this was a German 
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concession, but he believed that large 
funds would be raised in France, and 
hoped that in some way this country 
would be able to participate in the inter- 
nationalisation of the scheme with which 
it was so intimately interested. If any 
great military power was in a position to 
bring troops down the Persian Gulf, the 
flank of our Indian Empire would be 
turned. The whole of the money we had 
spent in fortifying the North-west Indian 
frontier would be wasted, and we would 
be exposed to the attack of another 
and a_ strong military Power. He 
heartily acknowledged, if he might say 
so with respect, that the Foreign Secre- 
tary, as he understood, accepted the 
position of Lord Lansdowne as to the 
supremacy which we must maintain in the 
Persian Gulf. The Foreign Secretary 
had in no case departed from the wise 
and continuous conduct of our foreign 
affairs, which was the tradition of his 
office and of its distinguished holders. 
If the right hon. Gentleman could say 
anything about the matter he would be 
glad to hear what he had to state about 
the participation of England in this 
scheme. As to the action taken with 
regard to the Turkish customs, he believed 
that it had been engineered from first to 
last with the object, whether successful 
or not, of providing the interest on the 
funds to be raised for the prosecution of 
this German enterprise for a railway to 
the Persian Gulf. If arrangements as 
regards this increase in the customs had 
been concluded, it became necessary for 
the House to know that the Foreign 
Secretary, at any rate, had this aspect of 
the matter beforehim. He did not expect 
the right hon. Gentleman to make any 
great statement on the subject, but per 
haps he would be able to say something. 
The question was admittedly an im- 
portant one and to anyone who knew 
the region of Mesopotamia, and knew 
what it had been in the past, and what 
it might be in the future, it assumed 
quite international importance. We 
were interested in the matter in respect 
of the approach to our Indian Empire, 
and also because the settlement of the 
question would determine which Power 
was to dominate that portion of Asia 
Minor through which the rails would 
pass. Already the Sultan was preparing a 
scheme for making the land between 
the Tigris and Euphrates what it 
once was, the garden of Asia and 
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it might well be that in no long 
time a new significance would attach 
to that blessed word Mesopotamia. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Eowarp Grey, 
Northumberland, Berwick): I do not 
at all deprecate the fact that my hon. 
friend who has just sat down has put 
before the House his views on the subject 
of the Baghdad Railway, because I 
fully admit that it is a -subject, or 
may become a subject, of considerable | 
importance. But at the same time it is 
a subject with regard to which we have | 
not got treaty rights, and with regard to | 
which there does not exist that humani- | 
tarian and moral interest which attaches | 
to the previous subject of debate, and is | 
therefore one on which at the present | 
moment I do not see how I can well | 
make a statement without touching upon, | 
in a somewhat presumptuous way, 
affairs which are in the hands of others. 
At the present moment the Baghdad 
Railway, so far as it has gone, is a matter 
of local interest, developing, no doubt, the 
resources of the country through which it 
passes, and possibly of interest to those 
who have invested money in it. What 
my hon. friend anticipates is that it will | 
be so developed as to provide an alterna- | 
tive route to the East. I entirely agree 
with him that should that, or any other 
alternative route, be established it must 
be a matter of first rate importance, and 
of great interest to all those Powers who 
have possessions in the East, or who have 
possessions in the neighbourhood. [| 
therefore do not in the least wish to de- 
tract from the impression my hon. friend | 
has given of the importance of the 
subject named, but it is not one on which 
at the present moment I am prepared or 
indeed have a right to make a statement. 
Now, Sir, with regard to the main subject 
of debate, I should like first of all to put 
it on record that the intention of every- 
one who has spoken, I think without 
exception, has been to show a desire to 
avoid saying anything which might in 
any way reflect on Belgium or the Belgian | 
people, or which might legitimately be 
taken as a matter of offence by them. I 
wish to say that very explicitly, because 
it is sometimes represented that the 
mere fact of a debate taking place in this 
House on the Congo State is something 


Mr. Rees. 
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which ought to be resented as being 
directed in some way against Belgium, 
I am sure that nothing is further from 
the intention of those who have spoken, 
and I think we may go a little further 
now than we have ever gone before in 
regard to the feelings of Belgium, and say 
that as far as we are concerned we have 
hitherto been Belgium’s best friends in 
this matter. Many of the Powers, or at 
least more than one of the Powers, may 
feel that it has a potential interest in 
regard to the Congo State, but no Power 
which has treaty rights or potential 
interests in regard to the Congo State has 
recognised the rights of Belgium so 
exclusively and so emphatically as they 
have been recognised by His Majesty’s 
Government. I think that ought to be 
recognised in Belgium, 
cannot foresee what the developments of 
this Congo question may come to be, and 
the time may come when Belgium may 
regret that she did not recognise in time 
who was her best friend in this matter. 
I agree with the noble Lord that there 
must be a change of system in the 
government of the Congo State. Sooner 
or later that must come. It cannot goon 
under its present irresponsible rule, and I 
agree with the noble Lord that the 
reforms which have been promulgated, or 
I think any reforms, will not secure the 
changes we desire unless there be a 
change in the system of government in 
the Congo State. We can have any 
number of reforms, but what we desire is 


because one 


results, and the consequence at any rate 
of my experience at the Foreign Office is 
that the one point upon which those who 
desire Congo reforms have concentrated 
and ought to concentrate themselves is 
to secure not a mere list of reforms, but 
a change in the system of government in 
the Congo State. 
natural, and [ think it will be generally 
accepted by the House, that that should 
take place by the government of the 
State being transferred to the Govern- 
ment of Belgium, responsible to the 
| Belgian Parliament. 
rights in the matter, and that is the most 
natural way in which a change should be 
| effected. 
been said by one or two speakers that the 
prospect of that change taking place 
satisfactorily is less favourable now than 
before. 


Now it seems most 


Belgium has _ her 


I do not agree with what has 


I think the right hon. Baronet 





1012 


being 
yum. 
from 
oken, 
rther 
re in 
| say 
have 
Is in 
Or at 
may 
st in 
Ower 
ntial 
» has 
1 so 
they 
sty’s 
O be 
one 
ts of 
and 
may 
time 
tter. 
here 
the 
oner 
rOon 
nd I 
the 
l, or 
the 
ea 
t in 
any 
re is 
rate 
@ 18 
who 
ited 
Ss 18 
but 
t in 
nost 
ally 
yuld 
the 
ern- 
the 
her 
108t 
1 be 
has 
the 
lace 
han 
met 





1013 The Whitsuntide 


who introduced the subject said that the 
new Belgian Goverment was less favour- 
able to freedom than the previous one. I 
do not believe that to be the case. I 
believe that the present Belgian Govern- 
ment is anxious to approach the question 
with the desire to secure a satisfactory 
solution; but I admit that those who are 
interested in the question will naturally 
wait to see under what conditions annexa- 
tion is to take place and what the scheme 
of annexation presented to the Belgian 
Parliament will be. I do not know 
what the schemes of annexation will be 
which the Belgian Parliament will be 
called upon to discuss; still less do I 
know what scheme the Belgian Parlia- 
ment will approve. I wait therefore to 
see what the conditions will be, and what 
the scheme of annexation will be. Pend- 
ing that time, I should be reluctant, as 
the noble Lord opposite was reluctant, 


to lay down definitely the conditions which | 


must be satisfactory, for this reason. 
If the Belgian Parliament is to act in this 
mitter as we should like to see it act, 
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—that is to say, if the Belgian Govern- 
ment takes over the Congo State not 
with nominal] but with real responsibility 
—I assume that will be the solution of the 
matter, because I cannot suppose for a 
moment that the Belgian Government 
would accept a nominal responsibility 
which would be merely a veil put in 
front of the old order of things, 
and, while having a nominal responsi- 
bility, would be content to allow the 
real control not to be in its own hands, 
and abuses still to go on behind the 
veil. If Belgium takes over that real 
responsibility then we shall have secured 
two things; one is that the governing 
authority of the Congo will no longer be 
the trader; and in the next place you 
will have publicity. If you have publicity, 
if you have a Government responsible to 
the Belgian Parliament, the effect of 
publicity will be such that the abuses 
which have hitherto taken place will 
not be able to live in the light to which 
they will be exposed. The noble Lord 
pointed out how serious the financial 


it must do so of its own free will, without | difficulty of Belgium might be in this 
interference and without pressure from | matter, and he put forward a suggestion 
outside, and if there be in the Belgian | tentatively of his own as to a method 


| 


Parliament even a suspicion that there is | by which relief might be given. It is 
a desire on our part to interfere with their | one which I have not previously con- 


action or to put pressure upon them so as 
to infuence their action, it will un- 
doubtedly be prejudicing the chance of a 
favourable solution of the question. 
What we desire is to see the Belgian Par- 
liament approach this matter with its 
mind perfectly free and untrammelled, 
and concentrated upon the need for 


reform and with the intention to reform | 


the Congo State. But if there comes 
pressure from outside or a suspicion of 
interference from outside, what will 
naturally be in the mind of the Belgian 
Parliament will be the distraction of 
thinking how it is to resist that influence 
and uphold their sovereign rights against 
outside interference; and that is why I 
said that if we wish to see a favourable 
solution of what is known as the Belgian 
plan and the Belgian solution of the ques- 
tion we must respect the rights both of 
the Belgian Government and the Belgian 
Parliament, and make it clear to them that 
they must deal with the matter absolutely 
uninfluenced and uninterfered with from 
outside. I agree with the noble Lord 
that if Belgium will act in this matter 


| 
} 


| sidered. 





If Belgium feels the task before 
her is likely to be heavy and burdensome, 
and is anxious by any method to approach 
the treaty Powers—the Powers who 
were parties to the Treaty of Berlin— 
with the object of finding from them 
some help or some means by which the 
task may be made less burdensome to 
her, we, at any rate, shall be very glad 
to listen to any proposals which she 
desires to make. So much as to what 
I hope will be the ultimate and satis- 
factory solution of the Congo difficulty— 
annexation by Belgium. The change 
of Government has been in part re- 
sponsible for delay in this matter. I 
think it is only right and fair to say 
that now that that Government has 
lost no time in declaring its intention 
to annex we should wait for a reasonable 
time to see what progress 1S Wade, and 
what the conditions of annexation will 
be. That is my attitude at the present 
moment. But I would repeat again 
what I said in the House last year, that I 
do not think anyone can wait indefinitely 
upon this question. I have been pressed 


—_— 
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as to what should be done if the Belgian 
solution breaks down, if Belgium finds 
herself either unwilling or unequal to 
taking the matter in hand. Well, Sir, 
then of course it becomes an international 
question. I do not wish for one moment 
to Giminish our sense of responsibility, 
but at the same time if a change ol 
government in the Congo is to take 
place, if the State is to pass into other 
hands which will reform abuses, then 
that is not a responsibility which we are 
prepared to undertake. We will share 
our responsibilities with the other Powers, 
that is our political and diplomatic 
responsibilities, but we have heavyburdens 
on us already, and I am not anxious to 
see this directburden of responsibility 


increased by furtheradditions to territory. 
That a Conference of the treaty Powers 


or the Powers interested should meet 
we have always been willing. The 
United States Government has _ also 


expressed its willingness to approach 
this question from the same point of 
view. We gladly recognise that as a 
favourable step, and one which may 
a ee see B o Power. 
perhaps bear good fruit. But two Powers 
are not enough to form a Conference 


by themselves. The late Government 
issued an invitation to a Conference 
and were not met with an affirmative 


answer. ‘The noble Lord asks whether 


the conditions would now be more 
favourable for the summoning of a 
Conference than they were then. I am 


afraid that in the last year or two Con- 
ferences in general have not increased in 
popularity. I should not like to repeat 
that invitation till I had some assurance 
from other Powers besides the United 
States that it was one they would be 
willing to accept. If any sign is forth- 
coming that the Powers which were not 
ready for a Conference when last asked 
have vow changed their opinion we 
should be only too delighted if they 
desired it to issue such an invitation, and 
still more pleased to accept it if other 
Powers desire to issue it. But the 
question of forcing a Conference—which 
I think was one of the phrases used in 
the debate—is another matter. I doubt 
whetker a forced Conference would effect 
the results which we all desire. A Con- 
ference to which people go unwillingly is 
much more likely to add another to the 
European complications than to settle 
this or any other problem with which it 


Sir Edi eur il Urey, 
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is its object to deal. I can only say that 
we are most ready to join with other 
Po vers whenever they are willing to find 
a solution of this question, and any otter 
Power who desires to approach us will 
find us not only willing, but unselfish 
and disinterested. We have no designs, 
no ambitions, no desires of a territorial 
character with regard to the Congo State, 
We have one or two boundary questions 
pending, bit apart from that we shall 
approach the question, as far as we are 
concerned, absolutely without 
pensée and with the most disinterested 
mind. If there be other Powers who have 
rights with regard to the Congo State or 
who have interests they desire to assert or 
put forward, no one of them has any- 
thing to fear as far as we are concerned, 
I should prefer myself, on the ground 
of right and because it is the least 
complicated solution, that the Belgian 
Government should act strenuously and 
effectively in taking over the Congo State ; 
but the present irresponsible Government 
of the Congo is one which I think the 
Powers who are interested, especially 
the neighbouring Powers, cannot, con- 
tinue to recognise indefinitely. It may 
become, if it has not already become, a 
pressing condition of danger to the 
neighbouring States. If things go onas 
they have been going on for the last 
two years the result will be that the 
Congo State will remain as it is, a huge 
territory, and will become one which is 
exhausted, impoverished, and full of 
discontent and restlessness. That cannot 
be a result which can be contemplated 
with equanimity by the neighbouring 
Powers. All that we ask with regard to 
the Congo now is that the present system 
of Government, with all the abuses which 
have been shown and proved to be couse- 
quent upon it, and which I fear are 
inseparable from that system, should 
come to an end and its place should be 
taken by something which can be 
respected and trusted to govern the 
country well and reform abuses.  I[f the 
Belgian Government are prepared to pro- 
ceed in the matter they will have no 
better friend than ourselves. Failing 
Belgian action we shall be glad to recog- 
nise, to encourage, and to further any- 
thing which will secure good government 
and the reform of abuses, and which 
commends it-elf to other Powers, especi- 
ally to those who may have special rights 
or interests of their own in the Congo basin. 
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Mr. WALSH (Lancashire, Ince) said 
he desired to draw attention to the con- 
dition of things prevailing in the Trans- 
vaal with respect to Chinese labour. 
There were a number of labourers there 
with no licences at all. [Laughter.] He 
noticed that some hon. Members on the 
Conservative Benches seemed to think 
that that was a matter for laughter. He 
was quite sure that if they searched 
their consciences they would not find 
that it was a matter for laughter. No 
matter that came before the public at 
the general election was more responsible 
for the disconsolate state of the Conserva- 
tive Benches—not even free trade— 
than the question of Chinese labour, so 
that really from the political aspect of 
the question alone there was little occa- 
sion for laughter on the part of the 
occupants of those benches. But 
they, the authors of the whole system, 
stated in 1903 and 1994 that the system, 
if it was brought in at all, was to be 
It was ad- 


even 


temporary and transitorial. 
mitted also that no coolies should be 
brought into the Transvaal unless they 
were properly licensed. There were now 
259 people there without any licences at 
all. No licenses had been issued for 
them. [Cries of dissent.] If they had 
been issued, it had been after the event. 
He wished to call the attention of the 
House to the excuses—they did not 
seem to him to amount to reasons—that 
had been given for the presence of these 
people there. It was said that owing ta 
an error in the counterfoil of a small 
book the figures had been inaccurately 
stated. He supposed that was a book 
kept by some person whom nobody 
could trace, and ras whom nobody was 
specially responsible. One side con- 
tained the number 553, whereas the 
real number should have been 246. He 


knew from his own experience that 
figures were the most perplexing ol 
human inventions, but he could not 


understand a mistake of that kind. He 
did not think the House, or even the 
country, would mind the mistake verv 
much if it were not one of a series of 
regrettable ,incidents. [An Hon. Mem- 
BER: Was it a mistake ?] Now that 
the Transvaal had obtained responsible 
government, he thought that everybody 
in the House hoped the mistake referred 
to was the last of the series of regrettable 
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incidents. According toa Paper recently 
issued Lord Selborne was prepared to go 
bail for the officials under him. He did 
not wish to detract from the honour due 
to Lord Selborne for his readiness to 
stand by the officials. But who was to 
go bail for Lord Selborne? He could 
not forget that the whole of these re- 
grettable incidents had happened during 
the time Lord Selborne had been at the 
head of the Government in the Transvaal. 
The noble Lord was the whole cause 
of the issue of 16,119 licences against 
the advice of the right hon. Gentleman 
who represented the Colonial Office in this 
House. He was there when the flogging 
took place with his knowledge, if not 
his connivance. Lord Selborne, in his 
opinion, was not altogether blameless in 
these matters. He and his friends only 
asked that the misgovernment which 
had been going on should now close, 
and that the constitutional freedom 
which had been granted to the Transvaal 
should not be infringed. The constitu- 
tion had been granted on the distinct 
understanding that the contracts now in 
operation should cease at the end of 
three years, and that there should be 
no re-indentures. If there was to be 
Chinese labour in the Transvaal, it 
should only be in accordance with an 
ordinance sanctioned by His Majesty’s 
responsible authorities and containing 
no servile conditions. He did not in 
any degree blame the Under-Secretary 
for the Colonies, to whom alone the 
Labour Members could address their 
observations on this subject. They had 
from the beginning recognised that his 
position was one of extreme difficulty. 
If they recognised the serious burdens 
and obligations they had to bear, and if 
their remarks seemed a dittle hard and 
severe, it was because they felt they were 
between the nether and the higher mill- 
liable to 


Recess. 


stone. That position was 
triction. They recognised that the situa- 


tion might have brought about a great 
deal of trouble and friction, and if serious 
complications had not arisen it was 
largely due to the strenuous arl 
statesmanlike way in which the right 
hon. Gentleman the Under-Secretary 
for the Colonies had dealt with the whole 
It was not because he and 
his friends were ungrateful, but they 
believed that there might have been 
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supervision which had 
been promised which they had 
a right to expect. It was to be hoped 
that this sordid chapter in our colonial 
history was coming to an end. He had 
seen a few ways ago in a leading Con- 
servative paper that a deputation had 
waited on the Colonial Secretary with 
the view of inducing him to allow the 
Chinese to remain in the Transvaal until 
some other cheap labour should be 
obtained. But how did the case stand ? 
The output of gold in the Transvaal in 
1904 was £16,000,000. In 1906 it was 
£21,500,000, which enabled a dividend 
to be paid over the whole of 56 per cent, 
In 1906 one mine alone paid 180 per 
cent. on its shares. And all this time 
they were warning Englishmen not to 
come to the Transvaal! The number of 


more of that 
and 


white labourers in the Transvaal was 
becoming smaller and smaller every day, 


and all the predictions of Lord Milner 
were being falsified. The Labour Party 
hoped that the Government were abso- 
lutely determined that no more of the 
“regrettable incidents ” to which refer- 
ence had been made should take place in 
South Africa. If thev succeeded in 
securing that, they would obtain the con- 
fidence of the people of this country. 


*Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, New- 
bury) said he wished to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman the Under-Secretary 
for the Colonies when the Letters Patent 
enacting the constitution of the Orange 
River Colony were to be published. The 
House had been first informed that they 


would be published shortly after 
Christmas, and a few weeks ago the 
Under-Secretary had said that they 
would be published before Whitsun- 
tide. It should be remembered that 
the right hon. Member for West Birming- 
ham had said that the Orange River 


Colony was more entitled to have con- 
stitutional self-government than the 
Transvaal. The delay in announcing 


the conditions of the proposed constitu- | 


tion of the Orange River Colony had 
caused already anxiety and feeling 
in South Africa, and he hoped that his 
right hon. friend would make a statement 
as tothe definite date when the Letters 
Patent granting 
be made public. 
nominations to the Second Chambe1 


Mr. Walsh. 
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would not be made, as was the case 
in regard to the Transvaal, before the 
political complexion of the Lower 
Chamber had been ascertained by 


popular election, but that the respon- 
sible Ministers would be consulted, 
The subject to which his friend 
had referred was deserving of the 
notice of the House. A large number 
of Chinese coolies had been introduced 


hon. 


into the Transvaal in breach of a 
deliberate undertaking given by the 
Under-Secretary for the Colonies. That 


undertaking was given because it was 
recognised by the Government and 
Liberal Party that the introduction of 
Chinese coolies invoived very orave 
moral, social, and political considerations, 
The telegraras which had been published 
showed that ther: 
carelessness in the way of management, 
but there was nothing to show that 
either Lord Elgin or Lord Selborne ever 
thought of the graver considerations, 
and the undertaking that the coolies 
should be back was thrown over 
simply because it might cost a few 
thousand pounds to carry it out. Lord 
Elgin had put his finger on the 
superintendent 
for the gross carelessness which led to 
the miscalculation of the number of the 
coolies licensed. But that superinten- 
dent had not received any punishment. 
In fact he had received a very strong 
commendation from Lord  Selborne 
Yet that was the same man who a yeal 
ago was condemned by a Judge of the 
High Court to a fine and severe censure 
for illegality and cruelty to Chinese 
Had anyone who was 


had been very Gross 


sent 


who was responsibl 


inder his care. 
appointed to look after and supervise the 
system of the Chinese employment in the 
The whole 


compounds been reproved ? 
as they 


of those men remained, so far 
could learn, in the Government service. 

that it was 
on the very eve of the resignation o/ 
the Imperial Government that the 
brought in a fresh lot of Chinese to who 
the great bulk of the people of th 
Transvaal—as thev well knew and as the 
elections had shown—most strongly ob- 
And they were brought in with- 
out the slightest investigation as to what 
their legal position would be. He had 
asked questions on this point. Were those 
Chinese coolies kept in the compounds 
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without the slightest legal warrant ? 
And were they in the compounds in 
excess of the number which the late 
Government said over and over again 
they would not allow? The Colonial 
Office seemed equally ignorant of and 
indifferent to those matters. It was 
true that that matter had now passed 
out of the purview of the British 
Parliament into that of General Botha 
and his colleagues, and he had not the 
slightest doubt that they would deal 
with the question drastically. His right 
hon. friend had tried to dismiss that 
matter as one of mere historical interest, 
but did he mean to suggest that a 
question of that kind should, because 
it happened a few weeks ago, cease to 
be a matter of practical importance / 
And did he think that his own under- 
taking given to the House, and the 
breach of it, could be dismissed in that 
light and airy way? That could not 
be treated, and ought not to be 
treated, as a matter of no importance. 
In the near, or in the distant future, as 
he thought in the near future of a 
general election, when men looked back 
to the political annals of that time, they 
would be glad to find that there was 
anearnest band of Liberals in that House 
and out of it who thought it was their 
duty to protest against that system, 
and although they were not at first 
successful, that after a long and painful 
struggle, by the help of their new Boer 
and British fellow-subjects in the Trans- 
vaal, they had finally turned that cursed 
system out of the Kmpire. 


UNDER - SECRETARY or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): { do 
not complain of the two speeches which 
have just been delivered; I think 
they show the cooler atmosphere in 
which we are now enabled to discuss 
this South Afriean question. I recognise 
the spirit in which hon. Members spea's 
of the manner in which I have endea- 
voured to explain to the House of 
Commons the policy which Lord Elgin 
has adopted, and for which he, as 
representing the Cabinet, must neces- 
sarily be responsible. ‘This incideat 
of the introduction of 259 coolies is 
an inconvenient and unwelcome featiure. 
it arises from a pure error, from an error 
of the most innocent and fortuitous 


THE 
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character, committed a long time ago by 
a subordinate official beyond the reach 
or immediate purview of the High Com- 
missioner. My hon. friends have inquired 
whether we have taken any steps to 
punish the official who was guilty of 
making this inconvenient and vexatious 
mistake. As I understand it, a reprimand 
has been administered, but I deprecate, 
and will always deprecate, the undue 
penalising of individuals who may make 
lapses in their public service just because 
the circumstance of their fault is con- 
nected with some matter in which the 
House of Commons takes a_ particular 
and special interest. I am sure my hon. 
friends will realise that, however irritating 
this error may be, there is no bad faith 
about it; and, as there is no bad faith 
about it, [am not disposed to admit that 
we have broken, in substance or in spirit, 
any pledge which I have given to the 
House of Commons. The pledge which 
I gave was in answer to a supplementary 
question, and what I had in my mind 
when I gave it was, not the accidental 
or fortuitous importation of coolies, but 
some deliberate and purposed attempt 
on the part of those who were concerned 
in the importation of Chinese coolies to 
bring in a large number beyond the 
number sanctioned by the House. The 
distinction is, perhaps, a fine one, 
and I do not dwell too strongly upon it ; 
but I think it is sufficient, at any 
rate, to clear me, in my own mind, of 
having failed, even in the most minute 
detail, to satisfy the House in regard to 
the undertaking which I made. No one 
can pretend that the accidental importa- 
tion of 259 coolies raises any question 
of principle. I wish the mistake had 
been the other way, though that was 
hardly to be expected. The full corre- 
spondence on this subject which I have 
laid before the House will, I think, show 
to any, I will not say reasonable o1 
practical man, but to any dispassionate 
critic the very great seriousness which 
the Government attach even to an un- 
premeditated statement in answer to a 
supplementary question, and the great 
expense, trouble, and exertion which 
they are prepared to make to give ful! 
effect to any such undertaking as may 
be given. But I think the House will 
wish that in dealing with such matters 
we should be guided by practical con- 
siderations of expense and of difficulty, 
and that, at a time when so many large 
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issues are moving smoothly and harmoni- 
ously to their conclusion in South Africa, 
we should have done wrong to have 
thrown this particular incident: into an 
altogether disproportionate position. My 
hon. friend has asked who is prepared to 
go bail for Lord Selborne. The Govern- 
ment are prepared to go bail for Lord 
Selborne. Lord Selborne is an officer of 
State employed under His Majesty’s 
Government. While he holds office 
under His Majesty’s Government we are 
responsible for what he says and 
what he does, and we must be 
judged harshly or well by the House 
without being separated from him in any 
way. When I say that, I do not pretend 
for one moment that Lord Selborne’s 
views on South African affairs are the 
same as those which the Government and 
their supporters have held. ‘There are, 
admittedly, divergencies and ditferences 
which have never been disguised or con- 
cealed ; but I say with seriousness to the 
House that we have been greatly 
benefited in the policy which we have 
carried out in South Africa by Lord 
Selborne’s presence inthe country. And 
at the time when we introduced the Trans- 
vaal Constitution in the summer of last 
year, Lord Selborne came forward and 
voluntarily from that moment associated 
himself with the dispositions and the 
constitutional arrangements which we 
were making, and by so doing enormously 
steadied public opinion in this country, 
and rendered the reception of that Con- 
stitution much more composed than it 
would otherwise have been. I have no 
doubt whatever that the great advantages 
which we have derived, and which we 
shall continue to derive, from his presence 
in South Africa fully justifies the co- 
operation which has been maintained 
between him and His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment during the period in which we have 
been responsible for the direction of 
affairs. [ will ask my two hon. friends 
not to dwell unduly on the gloomy side 
of things. I think a littie optimism may 
be indulged in nowadays about South 
Africa, and [ think that, instead of head- 
ing a search party to penetrate into the 
recesses of the South African mines in 
search of the exact legal stu‘us of these | 
unfortunate 259 coolies, my two hon. | 
friends will be better advised if they | 
turn their eyes to the horizon upon | 
which the smoke of the steamers is | 
already visible which are to carry away 
Mr. Churchill. 
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the first batches of Chinese hack to their 
While I do not complain 
that this matter should be raised, | 
deprecate any very long or particularly 
heated debate taking place on it at the 
present time. The new Government js 
fully competent to deal with the question. 
Above all things it is important to our 
relations with that Government that we 
should not “nag” it, that we should 
not fidget from day to day about. its 
atfairs or how it conducts them. We 
shall repose confidence in a Parliament 
freely elected, and in a (Government 
thoroughly representative of the majority 
of that Colony. Their problems are 
problems of the utmost complexity. My 
hon. friends have spoken of the great 
wealth of the Rand. Indeed, it is a 
wonderful thing that, with this fountain 
of £24,500,000 bubbling up every year 
in the midst of a comparatively small 
community, there should Le, on all sides, 
distress and financial embarrassment, 
actual want of food and employment. 
It is a grave, complex problem with 
which these Ministers have to deal, and 
His Majesty’s Government have great 
confidence that they will show  them- 
selves not unequal to the problem. A 
declaration of policy will be made when 
the Transvaal Parliament 
do not want to anticipate—1 would not if 
I could—what that declaration cf policy 
will be. It would be presumptious on 
our part to attempt, beforehand, to 
dictate as to the deliberations of a new 
Parliament or to outline the policy which 
the responsible Colonial Government will 
expound. I do not know what their 
policy will be on Chinese labour. I know 
what I hope it will be, what I think 
it will be. All I know is what the 
policy of His Majesty’s Government will 
be. It will be a strict and _ exact 
observance of the pledges which are 
recorded in the speeches of the most 
important Ministers of the Government 
and which are borne on the face 
of the Letters Patent. With regard 
to the Orange River Colony, the 
Letters Patent will be laid before 
the. House almost immediately after we 
assemble after the Whitsuntide holidays. 


1024 


assembles, I 


Mr. LYTTELTON (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square) said he had only one remark 
to make with regard to these 259 China- 
men. He thought that to punish a sub- 
ordinate official for a clerical error would 
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1025 The Whitsuntide 
peevish and almost a malicious 
thing to do. He entirely agreed with 
the right hon. Gentleman the Under- 
Secretary that it would be a great scandal 
to impose such a punishment simply 
because it was in the interest of Party 
politicians. It would also have been mani- 
festly ridiculous for the Government to 
have incurred the expense of £12,000 in re- 
patriating those 259 men. Hon. Members 
must remember very well that the Govern- 
ment refused, not to repatriate 16,000 
coolies who had come into South Africa 


be a 





licences of those men before any expense 
whatever had been incurred and before | 
a single Chinaman had been put on | 
board a ship. Manifestly, therefore, it | 
would have been ridiculous for a Govern- 
ment which was unwilling to do that to 
incur this great expense in repatriating 
Chinamen who had entered South Africa 
in error. The circumstance that in- 
terested him in the matter was that it 
had on ali sides years ago been repre- 
sented that the Chinamen were going 
into slaverv. Tested bv the facts with 
with regard to these 259 Chinamen, how 
was that case made out? The House 
was told in the documents presented 
to it that these would be so 
indignant at not going into slavery that 
if they were repatriated a riot might 
be anticipated. They were assured by 
the representatives of the Government in 
that House, who had so often made these 
charges there and elsewhere, that £12,005 
would have had to be expended in 
order to indemnify these Chinamen for 


not going into slavery. 


coolies 





Mr. CHURCHILL: That was not my 
statement. 

Mr. LYTTELTON said that was the 
statement made in the White Papers. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the right hon. 
Gentleman must not suggest that he was 
the author of those statements. It | 
was his duty to lay before the House the 
statements that had been made, but 
whether he must be assumed to agree 
with the statements contained in anv 
letters he laid before the House was quite 
another matter. 


Mr. LYTTELTON admitted that that | 


was a fair explanation and he accepted | 
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it. But those were statements of Lor | 
Selborne and Mr. Jameson. The Govern- 
ment were responsible for repatriatinz 
these Chinamen, and the ground upon 
which they refused to do it was that 
the Chinamen would riot against not 
being sent to the Transvaal unless they 
were paid a heavy compensation fo: 
not putting these fetters upon them- 
selves. That was all he desired to call 
attention to. It was all on a_ piece 
with the rest of the evidence which had 
been put before the House. On the first 
occasion the question came up it was 
stated that 14 per cent. refused to be 
repatriated at the Government’s expense, 
and on the next they were told that the 
Chinamen would riot if they were not 
allowed to put on these manacles of 
which they had so often heard. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) said he 
desired to call attention to the new rules 
passed at Easter. He complained that 
the constitution of the Scottish Committee 
had not received adequate discussion. 
The new rules were passed sub szlentio. 
He did not hold the Government. re- 
sponsible for their being passed in that 
manner, because it might have been 
possible for them to have been properly 
discussed if the hon. Members on the 
Opposition benches had shown a little 
more genuine interest in the matter. He 
expressed regret that the Scottish Com- 
mittee was not composed entirely of 
Scottish members. A resolution was 
passed last April, at the convention o! 
Royal Burghs held in Edinburgh, 
which expressed the wish that a Scottish 
Grand Committee might be set up which 
consisting entirely of Scottish mem- 
bers with power to deal with the Com- 
mittee stages of Scottish Bills. The 
Scottish Liberal Association had als 
endorsed that view, which was generally 
held in Scotland. His main object in 
rising was to let the people in Scotland 
know that the Committee as at present 
formed fell very short of what they hac 
hoped for. He ventured to say that eve" 
on the Front Bench there were members 
who were pledged on this subject, and 
he did not doubt for a moment that they 
were perfectly ready to give effect to the 
views which they had enunciated as to a 
greater measure of self-government for 
Scotland. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | were not in any way approaching slavery: 
is not entitled on this Motion to deal| He thought it was generally understood 
with questions of legislation. | that slaves did not always wish for their 

|freedom. It was within the range of 

Mr. PIRIE said he merely wished to | possibility that men might be born under 
show that there were members of the| certain circumstances and conditions 
Government who had supported Home | which were grafted into their nature, so 
Rule for Scotland. In regard to the | that they failed to see that there was any 
Scottish Grand Committee proposal, there disgrace or immorality about the posi- 
were eight Amendments put down which, | tion in which they were placed. He 
if they had been discussed, would have | believed there was such a thing as can- 
‘thrown a great light on the position of | nibalism existing to-day. Missionaries 
that Committee. They raised the ques- | and others had sometimes urged that the 
tions of the number of members, the! British should use force to put it down, 
power to add members, the qualifications | but those who lived under those condi- 
of members for the Committee, the} tions had not that high sense of what 
appointment of Chairman, and other! was proper as between man and man 
matters. But the Scottish Grand Com-/ which was to be found in civilised con- 
mittee as it was now constituted fell very | ditions of life, and we had a right to 
far short of what the people of Scotland | jnsist upon such a practice being sup- 
had been led to expect and of what they | pressed whether the natives themselves 
had hoped for. The view of Scottish | liked it or not. That was exactly the 
Members on this subject remained abso- | principle involved in the question of 
lutely unchanged from what it was in| Chinese labour. It was not a question 
1894, when the Scottish Home Rule} whether the Chinamen, as individuals, 
Resolution was passed in that House.| wanted those conditions. The sole 
They accepted the Scottish Grand Com- | question to be decided was whether, 
mittee for what it was worth, and as aj considering our ideas and our state of 
temporary means of bridging over the | human development, we could give 
pressure of business, but by no means as | sanction to that system as part of our 
a final settlement of the question. The public policy. He did not think anyone 
introduction of the Irish Council Bill! could defend it on any grounds whatever. 
ought to be followed before long by a} With regard to the state of public 
similar measure for Scotland. They | business, he had heard the subject dis- 
would watch the financial provisions of | cussed very vigorously within the pre- 
the Irish Bill closely in order to render | cincts of the House during the last month 
them as economical as possible, in the | or so, and he would like, if possible, to 


hope that by saving the pocket of the | get some information as to the position 


British taxpayers support would all the of affairs to-day. Clearly the legis- 
more readily be given to the Scottish Bill | lative programme of the session was not 
when it was brought before the House. | nearly so advanced as it was this time 


last year. To an outsider there seemed 

Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) said | to be a want of energy, almost amounting 
that every time the right hon. Gentle-| to a want of foresight, in the conduct of 
man the Member for St. George’s, | business, Everyone noticed last session 
Hanover Square, referred to the = that things seemed to be 
question of Chinese labour he seemed Everyone seemed determined to do his 
to derive great satisfaction from | share of the work and to assist in the 
the fact that some few days before | conduct of business; but this session, he 
the end of his term of office he issued | did not know whether it was the inertia 
some 16,000 new licences suddenly and | of the Government—he could not believe 
apparently without any special reason. | that it was want of energy on the part 
Then they were told that the mere fact | of Members—the position of affairs 
that these Chinamen did not wish to! did not seem nearly as favourable for 
return to their country, and that, even|a decent legislative output as at the 
before they landed, they understood the | same period last year. Members were 
conditions under which they were to|as anxious to work to-day as_ they 
labour, was proof that the conditions | were on the day they were elected. It 


: 0, 
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seemed to himself and his colleagues of 
the Labour Party that if the full pro- 
gramme was to be proceeded with an 
autumn session was absolutely essential. 
Yet no one seemed to be able to give 
them the slightest idea as to what were 
the intentions of the Administration in 
regard to the subjects that remained 
still to be dealt with. The direct repre- 
sentatives of labour—the trade union 
representatives—had to manage their 
business in such a way as to earn their 
living in the recess, and it was essential 
for them to know whether there was to 
be a sacrifice of the most important 
part of the Government programme, or 
whether they were going to adjourn, say, 
wt the end of June, and sit again in 
October or the middle of September. 
For#himself he much preferred — the 


latter. He would be told that the 
reason the session was so_ backward 


was because of the autumn ses- 
sion last vear, there not being 
time between the two sessions to 
enable Bills*to be prepared in the 
way they otherwise would be. That 
could only be correct on two supposi- 
tions, neither of which would be very 
complimentary to the Government— 
first, that in spite of their large majority 
they could not calculate with certainty 
upon support except from session to 
session; or, secondly, that though they 
ould absolutely rely upon support 
luring the whole life of the Parliament, 
they had not made up their minds as 
to the problems they intended to solve 
or the policy they intended to pursue. 
lf the Government had made up its 
mind as to what it wanted to do what 
was to prevent its draftsman from being 
employed in*drafting Bills for the next 
session months beforehand ? It seemed 
a simple business to a man engaged 
in the ordinary affairs of life. It 
seemed to him that if he could rely on 
his majority,*he would not leave matters 


over from session to session, never 


thinking what was going to be done 


until the next session arrived, but that he 
would, taking for granted that he had 
the support ofthis Party, provided he 
carried out faithfully their policy, begin 
to prepare for the whole Parliament 
from beginning toend. Hedid not know 
whether. Governments conducted their 


business on those lines or not, or whether 
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they lived from day to day, like Mr. 
Micawber, waiting for something to turn 
up. It was absurd to contend that one 
session should end before the drafting 
for another session began. He would 
like to know whether it was the inten- 
tion of the Government to drop a con- 
siderable portion of their programme and 
rise in August, and whether they were 
going to meet again inthe autumn. If an 
autumn session was possible or probable 
it would be much more convenient if 
they knew of it early in the summer. 
He did not like to feel that they were 
going to sit on until August and then 
be called back again in September or 
October. The session was now so far 
advanced that he thought they were 
entitled to have the views of the Govern- 
ment upon the point. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said he sympathised with 
the object of the hon. Member 
for Stoke-on-Trent and _= shared 
his enthusiasm for progress; but 
with longer Parliamentary experience 
the hon. Member would appreciate the 
difficulty in carrying on proceedings upon 
business lines such as he suggested. The 
remarks of the hon. Member for Aber- 
deen referred to one of the most impor- 
tant points in procedure. He regretted 
that there was not a fuller House to hear 
what the hon. Member said, because this 
question of Grand Committee procedure 
was certainly one of the most important 
subjects that could be brought before the 
House. He agreed that the Government 
had given to the consideration of the 
Rules of Procedure aii the time that it was 
possible to give compatible with the 
business of the House. As an English 
Member he was inclined to think there 
were strong reasons why Scottish legis- 
lation should not be withdrawn from the 
purview of the House. Scotland, some- 
times spoken of as a field for legislative 
experiment, had often given a lead in 
sanitary and other legislation which 
England had followed, and it was ex- 
tremely important that English Members 
should have the opportunity of following 
the discussions in the Scottish Com- 
mittee. On the memorable occasion 
when the property of the Free Church of 
Scotland was by a decision of the House 
of Lords‘transferred to a minority in the 
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Highiands, the House undertook legisla- 
tion on the subject, and the importance 
of the discussion was apparent to anyone 
conversant with what was going on in the 
Church of England and who might think 
that to some extent the positions were 
parallel. Again, it was possible that the 
Land Tenure Bill for Scotland might form 
a model for legislation to be applied to this 
country, and it was desirable that English 
Members should become acquainted with 
the arguments used in Committee. 
The Grand Committee 


discussions In 


would take the place of discussions in | 
Committee of the Whole House, but they | 


had not the same publicity. He there- 
fore suggested that arrangements should 
be made for a verbatim report of 
the proceedings, or for a_ record 
similar to Hansard. It must be ap- 
parent that those Committees, on im- 
portant measures, would take the place 
of the Committee stage of that House. 
He was aware that his right hon. friend 
had given a pledge that when the Scottish 
Bill came up on Report greater latitude 
would be given for discussion than was 
originally proposed. He was sure it 
would be a great help to English Mem- 
bers if they could get the proceedings of 
the Scottish Committee placed on record, 
so that the very valuable arguments upon 
such intricate questions as those in- 
volved in the Scottish land 
might be open and accessible not only to 
hon. Members, but in future vears to 
those who desired to study the question 


question 


with a view to possible legislation in this | 


count ry. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) 


said the observations of the hon. Member | 


for East Toxteth were somewhat belated : 
they appeared to be a remnant from the 
long discussions upon the Procedure Rules 
in which the subject was fully considered. 
He took the machinery of business as a 
whole. The minute points in a Scottish 
Bill were discussed in Committee of the 
whole House in the absence of English 
and Irish members who voted upon occa- 


sion without knowing the a. b. c. of the 
matter they were dealing with. Scottish 
members were conscious of this atro- 


ciously bad method of conducting busi- 


Mr. Austin Taylor. 
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ness, and the committal to a Scottish 
| Committee was a change made for the 
| better. English members would give or 
receive enlightenment on the return of a 
Scottish Bill to the House. The hon. 
Member desired there should be verbatim 
reports of the Committee proceedings ; 
but the effect of that would be elaborate 
speeches which would be a drag on the 
progress it was hoped would be made by 
the change. There were reports in news- 
papers quite sufficient to enable members 
to follow the proceedings, and they must 
be content with those reports; he could 
| not accept the suggestion for a further 
| record. The hon. Member for Stoke had 
| made a speech which, whether intended 
or not, was about as uncomplimentary to 
the Government as could possibly be 
made, and to himself as head of the 
Government especially. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. JOHN WARD: No, no. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said it implied that the Govern- 
ment conducted business in a haphazard 
way, not looking beyond their noses, 
upon the principle that sufficient for the 
legislative day was the business thereof, 
and that the Government ought to look 
much further ahead than the 
His hon. friend seemed to ignore the fact 
that the necessities, the views, the desires 
of the constituencies and the country 
changed with the changing seasons. 
Often a matter that was of the first im 
portance one year, if not dealt with, sank 
| the next year into insignificance. They 
| could not be guided by any fixed plan ex- 
| tending over a good many years. The 
Government had declared themselves at 
'the general election, and on other ocva- 
| sions, in favour of certain changes, both 
jsocial and political. They had _ not 
departed from their desire to effect those 
changes ; but the order in which they 
were to be taken up must, of course, b 
left to be decided year after year. His 
hon. friend had also raised the old familiar 
question of the part of the year ovei 
which the session should extend, whether 
they should adjourn at the end of June 
with a view to meeting again in the 
autumn, or whether they should sit on, 
as they had been accustomed, for the 
most part, to do in the past, well into 
August, rather than have an autumn 


sesslon. 
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session. That had been a subject of con- 
troversy during the whole of the thirty- 
eight years he had had the honour of 
having a seat in the House, and, though 
he would not positively swear to it, he must 
have changed his mind in regard to it, if 
not thirty-eight times, certainly many 
times in the course of those years, there 
were so many advantages in each proposal 
when it was looked at by itself. But that 
was not the occasion when the Govern- 
ment could lay down any general arrange- 
ments of that sort. His hon. friend had 
implied that the Government were behind 
with their business, and it had been 
alleged by someone that that was owing 
to the autumn session of last year. What 
was true of the autumn session of last 
year was that the Government—or, in 
similar circumstances, any Government— 
were naturally not so well prepared with 
their Bills this session as they would 
have been had there been no autumn 
session, not because they themselves had 
been taking too much holiday, but 
because the officials of the various 
Departments had been so occupied in 
watching, and nursing, as it were, the 
current legislation of the autumn session 
that they were unable to give the final 
form, under the direction of the Cabinet, 
to the Bills of the present session. But, 
except in that respect, the Government 
were not at all behind with their busi- 
ness. ‘So far there had been thirty-four 
full days and eighteen half-days—that 
was, days ending at 8.15—devoted to 
Government business. Six full days and 
one short day were spent on the 
Address ; in Supply, thirteen full and 
seven short days; on the Patents Bill, 
one short day ; on the Budget, four full 
and three short days; on Procedure, 
four full and two short days; on the 
Army Bill, four full days and one short 
day ; on the Irish Council Bill, one full 
day ; on a number of small Bills one 
short day; on the Landholders (Scot- 
land) Bill, two full days ; and on Motions 
for the adjournment, two half-days. 
The result was that they had in 
that time got the Second Readings 
of the Finance Bill, the Army Bill, 
the Butter Bill, the Patents Bill, and the 
Small Landholders (Scotland) Bill ; and 
the Irish Council Bill had been intro- 
duced, and most important procedure 
rules had been passed. As to the future 
prospects of the Government measures, 
that was not an occasion on which he 
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could make any statement. The inno- 
cents were not yet ripe for massacre. 
He fully appreciated the saying of his 
hon. friend, that it would be a great con- 
venience to Members generally if they 
were informed definitely as to the period 
of the year when they would be required 
to attend Parliament. The whole of 
that question was in a somewhat fluid 
state at present, and he did not think 
that anything could be said just now even 
with respect to this year. As he had 
announced at question time, the Govern- 
ment were anxious, if possible, to avoid 
an autumn session, not only on account 
of its inconvenience to Members, but 
because it occupied the attention of the 
officials of the Departments to the pre- 
judice of the business of the session that 
was to follow. But that was a question 
the Government had yet toconsider. He 
could only say now that they had every 
hope and determination of proceeding 
with the greater part of the measures 
that had been introduced, if not all of 
them ; and they trusted the House would 
assist them in so doing by refraining from 
any extreme prolixity of debate, so as to 
give them the necessary time. He could 
quite understand that Members who had 
not been long in the House, who entered 
it full of desire to pass useful measures, 
should, in the circumstances, feel dis- 
appointment, and chafe at the slow 
progress of things. He had always set 
his face against much time being spent 
in purely Party debates and in Second 
Reading debates on a large scale. It had 
been considered below the dignity of a 
first-class measure to give fewer than 
four or five days to its Second Reading. 
When the House entered upon that 
process the more reasonable Members 
took a holiday, returning in time for the 
division, and often there was the greatest 
difficulty in keeping up the debate for 
the required period, Members on both 
sides being urged to speak so as to keep it 
going. He was strongly against that sort 
of thing, for his own sake as well as for - 
thesake of the progress of business, though 
he fully recognised that there shouid 
be ample time given for the discussion of 
important questions. His hon. friend the 
Member for North Aberdeen had com- 
plained that the Scottish Grand Com- 
mittee had been created without discus- 
sion. He agreed there was substance in 
the complaint, but the guillotine had to 
be applied if the thing were to be done 


Recess. 
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Would his hon. friend vote for 


cancelling the Resolution which appointed | 


the Scottish Grand Committee? He 
was sure he would not, because it gave 


to the Scottish people a power over their | 


own affairs and the opportunity of having 
their opinions and desires expressed 
which they had never enjoyed before, ex- 
cept in two years which he remembered, 
when there was a Scottish Committee of 
the same character, and which answered 
the same purpose. He trusted the ex- 


perience of the session would show that | 


these Grand Committees had been the 


means of contributing good useful legisla- | 


tion to the Statute-book. The Govern- 
ment were anxious to get the affairs of 
the House into regular order, and, as far 
as possible, to meet the convenience of 


Members, so long as it did not trench | 


upon the rapid despatch of the business 
which they were sent to Parliament to 
discharge. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley) said he regretted the right hon. 
Gentleman did not see his way to have the 
proceedings before the Grand Committee 
reported. He thought the experience of 
the last few weeks in Grand Committees 
was not particularly hopeful. The public 
were absolutely ignorant of what the pro- 
ceedings before those Committees were. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
they must look to the newspapers for re- 
ports ; but the readers of newspapers only 


{COMMONS} 


looked at the report of the Parliamentary | 


proceedings, and never thought of look- 
ing at any paragraphs in regard to what 
took place in Committees. At any rate, 
there was no official record of the pro- 
ceedings of those Grand Committees. 
In the case of the Merchandise Marks 
Amendment Bill, introduced by the hon. 
and gallant Member for Sheffield, 
the Committee met and had to be ad- 


journed owing to the necessary absence | 


of the President of the Board of Trade at | 


the Imperial Conference. All that added 
to the strain on Members, which was very 
serious indeed. 
justified in complaining of this addition 
to Parliamentary work, for, owing to the 
paucity of their numbers, every Member 
of the Party now served on some Com- 
mittee, and some on two or three. As a 
consequence of the constant morning 
work on the Committees beginning at 
11.30, and the lack of a dinner inter- 
val in the House, the strain upon Mem- 


Sir H, Caimpbell-Bannerman. 


The Opposition were | 


> We 
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| bers was immensely increased. He did 
not suggest that they should revert to 
the longer adjournment, but he thought 
that an interval of twenty minutes or 
half an hour would be a great advantage, 
Apart from the relief to Members to 
enable them to obtain some dinner, it 
would give an opportunity to the ser- 
vants of the House to tidy up the 
Chamber, and have it thoroughly ven- 
tilated. During the hot weather last 
year the atmosphere of the House 
manifestly suffered from the lack of such 
an opportunity, and the health of Mem- 
bers suffered in a corresponding ratio. 
Right hon. and hon. Gentleman opposite 
could go away to dine when they pleased ; 
those on the Oppusition side of the House 
could not. They were a small party. 
Ministers had shown clearly enough that 
they valued for themselves an interval 
for dinner. In the session of last 
summer, from April 24th, when the 
change was made, he had computed the 
attendance of Ministers from 7.15 p.m. 
to 10 p.m. from their participation or 
otherwise in the divisions—the only 
effective test which could be applied. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was 2bsent from 59 per cent. of the 
divisions taken during those hours. 
The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, who was, perhaps, most 
regular in his attendance in the 
House, was only absent from 9 per cent. 
of divisions in those hours. He would 
leave out of account the Leader of the 
House, of whose engagements they did 
not know. The Under-Secretary for the 
Colonies was absent from 56 per cent. 
of the divisions in those hours; the 
Chancellor of the Duchy from 70 per 
cent.; the President of the Board of 
Trade from 52 per cent.; the Secretary 
for India from 60 per cent.; and the 
Secretary for Scotland from 65 per cent. 
Those figures showed that right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite valued the dinner 
hour between 7.15 p.m. and 10 p.m. He 
made an appeal on behalf of what he 
believed to be the bulk of the House 
that a reversion should be made to the 
old system of having a general dinner 
interval. He did not believe that public 
business would suffer in any degree from 
such an interval. He would not press the 
right hon. Gentleman as to whether there 
was to be an autumn session or not since 
the right hon. Gentleman had given a 





promise that in two or three weeks he 
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would make a statement in regard to 
that subject. He would point out that 
an autumn session was incompatible with 
prompt legislation. 


Question put, and agreed. 





Resolved, ‘ That this House at its rising | 
To-morrow do adjourn until Thursday | 
the 23rd May.” —(Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 


man.) 


| 

| 

HIGHER EDUCATION. 

Mr. SILCOCK (Somersetshire, Wells) 
rose to call attention to the administra- 
tion of education other than elementary 
in England, and to move—‘“ That in the 
opinion of this House it is desirable that 
further encouragement shall be given by 
the Board of Education to those schools 
which have, since the Act of 1902, been 
classified as other than elementary, and | 
that the principle of public local control 
should be extended to all schools other 
than elementary and to training colleges | 
which receive help from public funds, at | 
least to the extent of securing adequate 
local public representation on the govern- | 
ing body ; and, further, that all schools | 
and training colleges assisted by public | 
funds should be freed from all sectarian 
tests for teachers, scholars, or members | 
of the governing body.” He said that 
he did not intend to deal with the 
question of elementary education except 
to say that the present position of that | 
subject excited deep dissatisfaction in the 
country. Secondary education, according | 
to the Report of the Board of Education | 
for the year 1906, was the most important 
educational question of the present day, 
alfecting as it did the efficiency, intelli- 
gence, and well-being of the nation. It 
was, however, described in that Report | 
as being in a state of chaos, and the object | 
of his Resolution was really to ask | 
the Board of Education to take steps to 
bring order out of that chaos. ‘There 
were nearly 5,000,000 of children be- 
tween the ages of seven and fourteen 
in the schools of the country. <A fair 
proportion of them might be expected | 
to avail themselves of higher education | 
it the opportunity were given them. 
Every year there were in schools 600,000 
children reaching the age of twelve, and | 
some provision should be made for their 
education other than elementary. They 
ought to expect that a considerable : 
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proportion of those children would be 
prepared to avail themselves of any 
opportunity given to them, but the 
provision was wholly inadequate. In 
Scotland every child up to the age of 
eighteen had efficient and suitable educa- 
tion free of charge and under public con- 
trol. Let the House contrast that with 
the position of affairs in England. The 
total number of children in secondary 
schools or in schools which were not 
elementary schools was under 
1,000,000, and excluding those in the 
evening schools and in pupil teacher 
and training colleges, there were only 
160,000 children in the secondary schools 
receiving public money. Every Member 
of the House must admit that that 
showed that the provision was utterly 
inadequate. The chief provision for 
secondary education was by means of 
scholarships given by education authori- 
ties, but only 14,000 scholarships were 
given in the whole of England. The 
conditions made by the Board of Educa- 
tion tended to keep the children of 
the working classes out of those schools. 


| The fee of £3 should be abolished. The 


artificial distinction between elementary 
and non-elementary schools should be 
removed altogether. There should be a 
continuous system and no hard and fast 
line drawn between the two. Secondary 
education should be as much for the poor 
child as for the child of the upper and 
middle classes. Restrictious as to the 
number of free places should be removed, 
and the safeguards and restrictions now 
applied to elementary under 
which money was given should apply 
also to secondary schools that received 
public money. The Board of Education 
should encourage the building of new 
schools by local authorities and discourage 
the system of scholarships which was 
really a subvention to private schools, 
The principle of public local control 
should be extended to all schocis in 
receipt of public money. also 
wanted those schools to be free from all 
sectarian tests. In the past secondary 
education had not been so afflicted with 
the religious difficulty as elementary. 
Steps should be taken by the Board of 
Education to see that the religious 
difficulty did not find a _ lodgment 
in secondary education. The Board 
should always refuse grants to public 


schools 


Lhnev 


teachers’ colleges unless they had 
religious freedom within their walls. 
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They asked that the principle of religious 
freedom should be applied wherever 
money was granted to aid secondary 
schools. As to the general question of 
secondary education, he reminded the 
House that it was not a charity. It 
was, he contended, the duty of the 
State in its own interests to see that 
the children of the State were properly 
educated. If the State was to have 
better workmen and better citizens the 
education of the children must be 
carried a stage beyond that to which it 
was carried at the present time. The 
Imperialists who dreaded the competi- 
tion of foreign countries might well re- 
member Sir Lyon Playfair’s remark to the 
members of the British Association that 
the competition between the nations of 
the future would be the competition of 
intellect. They looked forward to the 
time when men would be educated in this 
country, to whatever elass they belonged, 
and when it would not be considered 
an anomaly for a man to be well educated 
because he happened to belong to the 
working class. They asked that the 
Government should take steps to put an 
end to the present waste of the nation’s 
resources; to organise and bring order 
out of chaos; and to deal in a broad 
ana comprehensive spirit with this ques- 
tion of secondary education. He begged 
to move. 


*Mr. ADKINS (Lancashire, Middle- 
ton) in seconding the Resolution, said 
that it, like many that had been brought 
before the House in the present session 
or the last, was not intended as a Reso 
lution of censure upon the Government, 
but was meant to ventilate a great and 
important subject, to show to the 
Government and to the House what 
a strong public feeling there was on 
the matter, and to encourage the 
Government, in whom they had con- 
fidence, to take up the question and 
advance it, in spite of its difficulties, 
another stage or two towards the solution 
they desired. The problem of secondary 
education, although it was difiicult, was 
most vital and pressing. The child who 
left an elementary school, in spite of all 
that had been done for him, had hardly 
begun to be educated. Many of the 
greatest advantages that came from 
education would not be gained by that 
child unless that education was supple- 
mented, They felt that the nation itself, 


Mr. Silcock. 
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compared with other nations, was in 
a very large degree imperilled, if the 
bulk of those inhabiting the country 
did not get any education beyond 
that within the limits of what was 
called elementary. With regard to the 
last paragraph of the Resolution, which 
touched on the question of sectarian tests, 
the deliberate wishes of the House and 
he ventured to say of the majority of the 
people in the country could not for ever be 
thwarted by the action of the subordinate 
branch of the Legislature. The difficulties 
which attended the problem in regard to 
elementary education did not attend it 
to anything like the same extent when 
they were dealing with education other 
than elementary. They were dealing 
with lads and girls who were older, and 
to whom, therefore, the State during 
that period of their education was not so 
much in the place of a parent And 
in cases where there were endowments 
the true solution lay in ihe provision of 
hostels of a denominational character 
from denominational endowments, while 
all the scholars could share in the 
general teaching of the school. The 
central part of the Resolution referred to 
the question of encouraging education 
other than elementary and the question 
of extending the principle of popular 
control. Betore the Act of 1902 a good 
deal of education was conducted by 
school boards and other authorities as a 
higher kind of elementary education, a 
kind which under that Act must now be 
described as secondary education, The 
effect of that Act, whether intended or not, 
whether merely transitional or not, had 
been in many parts of the country to 
distress, hinder, and arrest that higher 
elementary, or lower secondary, education 
which in many places was flourishing 
greatly to the public advantage before 
the Act was passed. He would give 
an illustration from the constituency 
which he had the honour to represent. 
In the town of Littleborough there 
was an elementary school which had a 
great deal of local support and in which 
the inhabitants took great interest. It 
was extended upwards in ways which, he 
dared say, were not according to Cocker- 
ton, but which were of local advantage 
and aroused a great deal of local en- 
thusiasm. That form of education was 
given in the same buildings and to a large 
extent by the same teachers. The effect 
of the Act of 1902 upon that institution 
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was this. Promising young people were 
told that there was a grammar school at 
Manchester fifteen miles away and another 
at Todmorden, an interesting fact to a few 
but not so interesting to many of the 
people who sent their children to that 
school. Orders were sent out by the 
Board of Education that a wall must be 
built between the part of the building in 
which strict elementary education was 
given and that in which the secondary 
education was given, as if it was a fever 
hospital where isolation was necessary. 
Suggestions were made as to fees which 
were most embarrassing to those in- 
terested, and the result had been for the 
time at all events to injure if not to kill 
the local enthusiasm for something better 
than ordinary strict elementary education. 
Matters like that were a public evil. In 
this country people could not be driven 
and dragooned into better ways. They 
might be led, and, as he had ventured to 
say before, would go still further if they 
were taken by the hand. ‘The policy of 
the last five or six years, though per- 
haps only a temporary one, had been to 
hinder and prevent further development 
of what in many cases was a valuable 
kind of education. In the desire to foster 
secondary education of a higher type there 
was, no doubt, one practical difficulty 
realised by all educationists, which was 
that a boy whose education was to last 
until he was sixteen had to be caught 
young and passed through a curriculum 
which differed in many respects from that 
given toa boy who was intended to leave 
school earlier. It was certainly most im- 
portant that all that was best in our old 
secondary education and those traditions 
which with all their faults had been bound 
up with the civilisation of our country 
should be retained, diffused, and ex- 
tended, and the policy advocated by the 
Resolution was that the education 
hitherto enjoyed by the few should 
be purified, made better, and handed 
on to the many who had had up to the 
present no opportunity of getting it. 
He understood the wish of the Depart- 
ment to maintain and extend education 
of a high type which this form or 
method of curriculum might help, and a 
great deal might be said for it, but 
alongside of that educational policy was 
a great educational danger. If in order 
to secure such a curriculum they so 


exercised their administrative powers as 
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to widen the gulf between the few who 
could and the many who could not attain 
to it, they were likely to do more harm 
by the social effects of their policy 
than good by reason of the valuable 
educational advantages which it possessed. 
If secondary education was to flourish, if 
the House was prepared to vote more 
money for it, if they were to have sup- 
port from the local rates along with the 
local self-government which must follow, 
it was necessary surely to enlist the 
sympathies of people generally, and, most 
of all of that great bulk of their fellow- 
countrymen who up to now had been 
content practically with merely element- 
ary education. Therefore it seemed to him 
that the pith of the problem was to 
combine the maintenance of that high 
standard and the preservation of all that 
was good in old educational tradition with 
the enlistment of the sympathies of the 
many, making it easy for the many and 
not merely the few, to get the benefits 
which he had described. How did the 
matter appear to many poor workmen in 
ditferent parts of the country? They 
saw that their own children won very 
few scholarships. So far was the educa- 
tional theory to which he had referred 
rigidly acted upon that those scholar- 
ships had to be won by the children at 
a comparatively early age. It did not 
always follow that the child who showed 
cleverness at an early age was going to 
be more worthy the higher education 
than the child which developed later. A 
workman’s child won a scholarship and 
went to a secondary school, which was 
very often away from his home, and 
which was very often steeped in what 
was good in educational tradition, and 
also in what was not so good. The 
child was better educated perhaps, but 
when he returned home he was utterly 
out of sympathy with his parents and 
with the humble life from which he had 
sprung and in reterence to which he 
ought to be qualified to give high and 
valuable service. He could understand 
the extravagant phrases which had been 
used with regard to this subject, and he 
could well imagine how the present 
conditions were looked upon as if the 
children of the poor must become 
either part of a horde of serfs or part of 
a handful of snobs; and it was pre- 
cisely because that feeling was in the 





air, and because that was felt so strongly 
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up and down the country, that some of 
them were anxious this session to venti- 
late the matter in Parliament, and if 
possible get the matter discussed in the 
House of Commons. What were the 
remedies? He ventured to suggest one 
or two on the lines of the Resolution. 
In the first place, in great towns they 
ought to have, at any rate, one large 
school in which was given both the 
education appropriate to those who 
were going to leave early, and the 
education appropriate to those who 
were going to stay longer. It might 
well happen that there were many parts 
of teaching which could not be given in 
common, but there were other parts 
which he was convinced could be given 
in that way. There were the elements of 
the history of our country, there were 
the beginnings of the knowledge of our 
literature, and matters of that kind, 
which ought to be taught with all that 
was best in the old traditions infused 
into them and taught to both kinds of 
scholars. Even if the plan involved 
largely duplicating the staff to meet the 
need of separate instruction in many 
subjects, it was still worth while to 
have both types in one school. To 
those who left at the age of fourteen 
and to those who stayed later, there 
yas this advantage in being in one 
and the same school rather than in 
separate schools, namely, that if they 
were both in the same school they shared 
its life, wore its badge, and they had, 
as it were, two sets who met in the 
playground, where they learned to cherish 
the feeling that they belonged to the 
same school, and where they also learned 
that social distinctions were trifling com- 
pared with the true spirit of comradeship 
between young Englishmen. He _ sug- 
gested that that was one method that 
ought to be tried, because the want ot! 
sympathy with higher education and the 
class feeling connected with it which 
were now so prevalent were dangers to the 
State which it required enterprise and 
flexibility of method to deal with. In 
the second place it was surely possible to 
increase very considerably the local public 
control of every public school in which 

1 education was given with 


secondary 
help from public funds. There were 


some schools which received not a 
farthing from the rates, but were 


supported by old endowments, by fees, 
and by grants from the Board of 


Mr. Adkins. 
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Education. Even in those cases he 
would ask his right hon. friend to make 
it a condition of receiving the grants 
that there should be some representative 
of the local education authority. And 
for this reason among others: if the local 
education authority had been backward, 
if the local ratepayers were even more 
economical than ratepayers generally 
were, it meant that they had yet to 
learn the duty of spending money on 
this important matter, and if some of 
their number were allowed to go on the 
governing bodies of such schools, they 
would return to their councils interested 
in the work that had been done and 
anxious to strengthen local control and 
support the school from local resources, 
He had seen in his experience more than 
one case where the governors of a school 
which had no local support had _ been 
strengthened by the presence on their 
board of members of the local education 
authority. What had been the result? 
The school had awakened much greater 
interest, and the local education authority, 
after a time, became willing to help. 
When they came to those schools where 
help was given by the local authorities, 
he was sure that his right hon. friend 
required no suggestion and very little 
encouragement to strengthen the prin- 
ciple of popular local control, and 
those cases were bound to be more 
and more numerous as time went on, 
because unless support did come from 
local and Imperial sources, the problem 
of secondary education could never be 
solved. Then he submitted that that 
local control ought to be more of a reality 
than it was. He had received a letter 
that day from his friend the Chairman 
of the Worcestershire County Council, 
Mr. Willis Bund, a great administrator, 
who pointed out to him the important 
discussion his council was having with 
the Board of Education on this point, 
namely, that where the county sup- 
plied a considerable part of the money 
the county authority ought to have 
a considerable voice in the way in 
which that money was spent. He 
knew he was touching on delicate points 
of administration, but he unhesitat- 
ingly said that they would do well to 
bring about gradually, steadily, yetrapidly 
a system in which those elected by 
the people to look after local education 
should have a more quick and _ living 
interest and power in the administration 
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of higher education. 
great question of endowments. In every 
county in England there were a consider- 
able number of educational endowments, 
many, for instance, less than £50 a year. 
It was one of the many difficult matters 
which followed upon the Act of 1902, 
that those town and village endowments 
had to be settled with very great care 
by the Board of Education. The Board 
did show great care, but it frequently 
went into too great detail, deciding 
that half-a-sovereign had to go here and 
another small sum to some other purpose. 
He submitted that those endowments, at 


There was also the 
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least those under £50, ought to be left to | 


be used by the trustees, for any purpose 
of education other than elementary pro- 


vided that the local education author- 
ity approved. They would thereby 
strenethen the local controi over 


secondary education, and promote the 
much-needed fiexibility of administra- 
tion which would assist those who knew 
the local conditions, and yet who worked 
in a sufliciently large area not to be 
dominated by local prejudices. Those 
who brought this question before the 
House did so, not in any spirit of 
antagonism to the Government, nor with 
any aim which would tend to destroy 
educational machinery. They were most 
anxious that the benefit of secondary 
education should be extended as far as 
possible. They were most anxious that 
the mass of the people should no longer 
be alienated from secondary education in 
any way. Some part of their position 
might be founded on misconceptions ; if 
so, let those misconceptions be cleared up. 
Some of their grievances might be 
founded on facts ; if so, let those facts be 
altered. It might be that a change of 
policy or exposition of policy was re- 
quired; for his own part he thought 
something of both was wanted. He 
hoped that the Government, in spite of 
their many difficulties and their great 
amount of work, would deal with this 
question. He was sure that the great 
majority of Members of that House, who 


by accident of birth and circumstance | 


had been allowed personally to know 
something of what higher education 
meant, would desire that those who had 
been less fortunate in the past should be 
succeeded by a generation that should 
share in their advantages, and that the 
humanising, helpful, and elevating ten- 
dencies of real education might be 
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known throughout our streets and in 
the places where our people dwelt, 


Education. 


*Str PHILIP MAGNUS (London 
University) said he did not think anyone 
could complain of the substance or tone 
of the speeches which had been made by 
the two hon. Gentleman who moved and 
seconded this Resolution. The Resolution 
contained three propositions—(1) that it 
was desirable that further encouragement 
should be given by the Board of Educa- 
tion to secondary education; (2) that 
schools receiving State aid should be 
brought more definitely under public 
control than they were at the present 
time ; and (3) that such schools, including 
training colleges, should be free from all 
sorts of religious tests. He did not 
propose in the very few remarks he 
intended to make to refer at any length 
to the third of those propositions. Ue 
must say, however, as regarded the first 
proposition that he was in complete 
sympathy with the mover and seconder 
of the Resolution. Those two hon. 
Members were quite correct in stating 
that there were few subjects at present 
before the country which were of more 
importance than the question of secondary 
education. At the same time, he would 
like them to bear in mind the fact that as 
regarded the question of the extension of 
secondary instruction it did not do to be 
in too great a hurry. They must re- 
member that it was not yet five years 
since the Act of 1902 came into operation 
which placed secondary schools under the 
direct control of the Board of Education. 
He was not there as an apologist for the 
Board of Education, which would no 
doubt be represented by its President at 
a later stage in the debate. From his 
own knowledge of what the Board of 
Education had done he must say that 
it had always shown a sympathetic 
interest in all attempts which had been 
made to improve secondary education, 
and having regard to the difticulties of 
the work which they had to undertake he 
did not think they had been at all slow 
in the progress they had made. He 
thought, however, it would be very un- 
fortunate, and in this he believed the 
mover and seconder would be disposed 
to agree with him, that the supply of 
secondary education should be in excess 
of the demand. What they had to take 
care of was that there should be among 
the working classes and among those 
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who received the main part of their edu- 
cation at elementary schools a demand 
for that secondary education which the 
State was asked to offer. The people of 
this country required to be encouraged 
to see its importance. His own ex- 
perience went to show that there was a 
lack of interest and desire among the 
working classes for the facilities 
which already existed. He asked the 
House to remember that it was not 
advisable to be in too great a hurry 
to multiply secondary schools before the 
demand for such instruction could be said 
to exist. It had been pointed out by the 
seconder of the Resolution that it was 
desirable there should be continuous edu- 
cation from the elementary to the secon- 
dary schools. He was in complete sym- 
pathy with that idea, but of course there 
was a difficulty in carrying it into effect, 
and that was due to a great extent to the 
character of instruction given in elemen- 
tary and secondary schools. They should 
remember that as they advanced from 
elementary to higher forms of education 
the kind of education the children re- 
ceived tended to become differentiated. 
Elementary education was very much 
the same for all classes of children, but 
secondary education in all countries 
differed very considerably. He was quite 
willing to admit that it was somewhat 
chaotic at the present time in this 
country, but that was owing to the fact 
that secondary education had been under 
the direction of the Board of Education 
for so very short a time. When they 
compared secondary education in this 
country with what they found in 
Germany and other countries they 
were comparing it with organisations 
which had been in existence for decades. 
In all those countries where secondary 
education was well organised they would 
tind different types of schools. It was 
very important, if children were to be 
taken from the elementary school into a 
secondary school of a particular kind, 
that they should be removed at an 
early age in order that they might 
receive the different kind of training 
afforded to them in the higher school. 
That was one of the difficulties which 
existed in the way of having a continuous 
scheme of elementary and secondary edu- 
cation. The difference was not entirely a 
social distinction, as people were very often 
inclined to imagine, but it was a distinc- 
tion essential to the character of the 
Sir Philip Magnus. 
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education. The curriculum of any school 
must depend upon, and be regulated by the 
age at which it was probable the child 
would leave the school. If the en- 
tire education of a child or of the great 
majority of the children in a_ par- 
ticular school was likely to be completed 
at the age of fourteen, that would be 
the determining factor in arranging the 
curriculum. If the children were to 
pass from that school into a_ school 


of a different character then they 
must be taken away at the age 
of eleven or twelve. There ought 


to be no difficulty in discovering the 
capabilities of children at that age for 
secondary education. He was strongly of 
opinion that whenever they found children 
of eleven or twelve years of age who 
showed ability on the literary, scientific, 
artistic, or mathematical side, they should 
at once seize those children not only for 
their own sakes, but for the benefit of the 
State, and give them the highest possible 
education. The only way therefore in 
which that opportunity could be afforded 
was by means of scholarships. !t should 
be borne in mind that it was not possible 
for the parent of every child to afford to 
continue the child’s education up to the 
age of seventeen years or eighteen years. 
Therefore the education must be free, 
but beyond that the parent should be 
helped with regard to the education of 
his child, and that could only be done by 
way of scholarships. He was disposed 
to think that it was not necessary 
to select those children in all 
by means of competitive examinations. 
He thought that the system of com- 
petitive examinations applied to children 
of eleven and twelve years of age 
was a cruel system, and the teachers 
themselves should be consulted as to the 
children who were most competent. 
After the teachers had been consulted a 
selection might be made, and _ those 


cases 


children after having been carefully 
examined both physically and_ in- 


tellectually ought to be passed on to the 
secondary schools. As had already been 
pointed outa large number of children were 
not sufficiently developed educationally 
at the age of eleven or twelve, and they 
might show more promise at the age of 
fourteen. He was sure they did not 
want to exclude children of fourteen 
years of age from the higher education 
to which they might be entitled. 
But it was quite certain that the kind 
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of secondary school to which a child 
of fourteen should be sent ought to! 
be different from the school to which they | 
sent children of eleven and twelve years | 
of age. He was most desirous of seeing | 
secondary education very carefully 
organised with a view to provid- 
ing schools of different types. 
He would be the last person to sug- 
gest that anything should be done to 
jower the standard of our classical educa- 
tion. 
valuable training, ~ and young people with | 
literary ability ought to have the oppor- 
tunity of pursuing their studies in 
schools providing such instruction. He 
was equally desirous of seeing schools 
of the same grade as some of our literary 
secondary schools, in which the education 
was almost exclusively scientific and prac- 
tical, and dealing with modern languages. 
Such modern schools scarcely existed on 
the lines which he wished to see. _ If 
secondary schools of that kind were 
organised from which Latin and Greek 
were excluded, but where the educa- 
tion was carried out upon practical lines, 
and where there was a sound literary 
instruction, and at the same time good 
teaching in modern languages, there 
would be no difficulty in taking a child 
who had been well educated at an ele- 
mentary school and removing him at 
the age of fourteen into a school of that 
type. The child could pass from a school 
of that sort to a secondary school without 
any breakin the continuity of his education. 


Referring to the question of control, 
he did not think that the governors 


of any secondary school would ‘object to 
some amount of what was called public 
control. He was not certain that it would 
is ays be an advantage. He saw no 

objection to it ; but many hon. Members 
must be aware of the ‘difficulty which 
local authorities sometimes had in finding 
persons willing to accept the position of 
managers of secondary schools. In many 
cases the local authority had to appoint 
persons who were not members of the 
authority at all. He doubted whether 
public control would add much to the 
value of the education given in the 
secondary schools. He believed public 
control would be attended with consider- | 
able difficulty in the girls’ schools to which 
reference had been made by a previous | 
speaker. The Girls’ Public Day School | 
Trust had been to a great extent the | 
pioneers of secondary education for girls, 
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He thought that was a most | 
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and the public owed them a debt of grati- 
tude. While there would be cor siderable 
difficulty in asking that those schools 
should be placed under local control, 
he did not see that the governors should 
have any objection to someone repre- 
senting the Board of Education being 
appointed to the governing body. 
Personally he was not disposed to attach 
much value to local control in some 
of our public schools. He was_ not 
aware of any secondary school in which 
the religious difficulty existed. He 
appealed to hon. Members not to do any- 


Education. 


thing which would raise the religious 
bogey in the secondary schools. There 


were difficulties enough in the organisa- 
tion of those schools without introducing 
the religious question. In connection 
with the elementary schools it was a 
difficulty which existed far more in that 
House than in the country at large. He 
was confident that the President of the 
Board of Education would give a sym- 
pathetic reply. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
N.E., Clitheroe) said he felt the import- 
ance of providing proper facilities for 
secondary education. If there were any 
Members in the House who had occasion 
to complain of the want of those facilities 
in the past it was those with whom he 
was associated. He was not aware that 
there was ever one of the Labour Mem- 
bers who had had more than the oppor- 
tunities afforded by the elementary 
schools. If they were in earnest in this 
matter it was because they felt personally 
the need for adequate provision being 
made. Something had been said by 
previous speakers as to the opinion of the 
working men of the country on _ this 
question. There were organised methods 
of ascertaining the opinions of working 
men, and a more accurate estimate of 
their opinions could be obtained in that 
way than by taking the opinions expressed 
by individual workmen. Such organisa- 
tions as trade councils had as good 
right to express the opinion of working 
men on education questions as upon 
other matters. The principal point raised 
in the Resolution now before the House 
was that in relation to finance. Year 
after year working men through their 
representatives in trade organisations had 
passed resolutions in favour of the State 
coming more to their assistance in regard 
to secondary education, It was in the 


20 
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direction indicated by the Resolution 
that working men thought the Govern- 
ment should come to their assistance 
in that matter. He thought, there- 
fore, that the Labour Members were 
entitled to support the Resolution. 
He took it that no Member would 
oppose the Resolution and say that the 
child of the workman should not have 
fair opportunities. The fact that the 
Resolution had the support not only of 
working men’s representatives, but also 
of Members in the House generally, 
should be sufficient to enable the Govern- 
ment to accept it. They had been told 
that there was not such a demand from 
the workman that his child should 
be educated as there ought to be. He 
admitted that there was not the demand 
which he would like to see, but surely 
they were going the wrong way to put that 
right by stifling the demand. He knew 
what the feeling was among the people 
whom he represented when they were 
told that they had to meet a charge of 
£3 before a child could be sent to a 
secondary school. That was not the way 
to encourage a man who had 25s. or 30s. 
a week to send his boy or girl to a 
secondary school and to make the sacrifice 
involved in keeping the child out of 
the factory. If the President of the 
Board of Education could see his way 
to remove that barrier he was perfectly 
certain that the working classes would 
thank him. It was the duty of those 
interested in the development of 
secondary education to encourage the 
working classes to take a_ broader 
view of the question than _ they 
had at present, so that their children 
might have greater opportunities for 
receiving higher education. He thought 
schoolmasters and schoolmistresses in 
their own localities could do something to 
foster the desire for secondary education. 
When boys and girls were on the point 
of leaving school the teachers should 
endeavour to induce them to remain a 
little longer, and if they could not 
succeed in that, they should impress on 
the pupils the desirability of going on 
with their education at a continuation 
school. He agreed with the last speaker 
that examination was hardly a fair test 
of the qualifications of a child of twelve 
or thirteen years of age. The school- 
master ought to be a fair judge whether 
a young lad had such ability as would 
make him a fit and proper person to 


Ur. Shackleton. 
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proceed to a secondary school. There 
was a duty also in regard to the 
relations between employers and ap. 
prentices. At present employers were 
not inclined to take a lad as an apprentice 
after fourteen, and therefore those lids 
who remained at school until sixteen years 
of age suffered a disadvantage, especially 
in the engineering shops. Although 
there might not be much difficulty on the 
subject of religious tests in secondary 
schools, there was a good deal of difii- 
culty felt on that subject in regard to 
the training colleges. In fact, that was 
the greatest blot on our educational 
system. When the result of a King’s 
scholarship examination was published, 
he had known of lads spending as much as 
15s. in telegrams to ascertain whether 
there were vacancies in training colleges 
for them. And the result was almost 
invariably that there was no rvom. In 
his opinion it was absurd that young lads 
should have to change their religion in 
order to get intoa training college, which 
too often was the case. 


THe PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, 
Monmouthshire, N.) apologised for 
speaking so comparatively early in the 
debate, but he thought that what he 
wanted to say would clear the ground 
somewhat. The difficulty in which he 
found himself arose from the fact that 
criticism had been directed against the 
Board, partly for what it now did and 
had the power to alter and partly for 
what it did and had no power to alter. 
It was of value to the President of the 
Board that he should have the advantage 
of knowing what men with experience in 
local educational matters felt on this 
subject. The duty of providing second- 
ary education rested solely on the local 
education authorities. The Board acted 
on secondary education in no other way 
than through the grants, and they 
depended on the regulations which the 
Board made. One of the regulations, 
which, he hoped, would be introduced 
very shortly, was in these terms— 


“A school ’— 


that was a secondary school— 

‘may be with or without fees, but any seale of 
fe es must be approved by the Board.” 
That, he thought, disposed of the criticism 
directed against the Board of insisting 
What was the position as to 
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fees at the present moment? 
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were, in the 600 secondary schools recog- | 


nised by the Board and receiving grants, 
104,938 scholars, and of these over 
56,868 came from public elementary 
schools. Of these 28,674 
schools which were already under com- 
plete municipal control, 24,941 attended 
ordinary endowed schools, and 3,253 
attended other secondary schools. Of the 
total 56,868 scholars from public elemen- 
tary schools, 29,440 paid no fees and 
free education at secondary 
schools. If they took, in addition, the 
figures of the children in attendance at 
higher elementary schools and in the top 


enjoyed 


attended | 


classes in the elementary schools it would | 


be seen that the position, although nothing | 


like what he would wish to see, was 
not quite so black as it had been painted. 
Turning to another point as to how they 
were going to administer education grants, 


especially in regard to free places, 
the duty of providing the schools 


rested upon the education authority, but 
it was their business to see that it ad- 
ministered the grants so that the will of 
Parliament should be carried out. As he 
construed the will of Parliament he 


believed he was carrying it out. His hon. ! 


friend for the Wells Division had com- | 


plained with great truth that at the 
present time there was not anything like 
a sufficient supply of secondary schools, 
and it would be a pity if they began to 
deal with the existing supply by cutting 
itdown. ‘There was a supply of second- 
ary schouls at the present time, such as it 
was, which depended in many cases upon 
endowments, fees, and grants. Many of 
them did comply with such conditions as 
he thought the majority of that House 
would wish to see, but if they took away 
the grants they would in many cases be 
closing those schools. ‘The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had placed at his disposal 
additional money for secondary education, 
and he proposed to divide the grants for 
the ensuing year into two categories. 
The schools which refused to remain 
under any regulations other than the old 
regulations he proposed to confine to the 
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There | old grants, and nothing more. Then he 


had a second category. He proposed 
that the additional grants should be 
given only to the schools which conformed 
to the new conditions. Those conditions 
were, first, that there must be a majority 
of representative managers, either ap- 
pointed by local representative authorities 
such as county or borough councils, dis- 
trict or parish councils, or boards of 
guardians, or elected by popular local 
constituences, such as parish meetings. 
The second condition was that the instru- 
ment under which the school was 
governed must not require members of the 
teaching staff to belong or not to belong 
to any particular denomination ; it must 
not require a majority of the governing 
hody to belong or not to belong to any 
religious denomination ; and it must not 
provide for the appointment of a major- 
ity of the governing body by any person 
or persons or any body the majority of 
whom were required to belong or not 
not to belong to any particular denomina- 
tion. Thus in way freedom of 
conscience, whether on the staff or in the 
governing body, was obtained for the 
school. There might or might not be 
fees, but if there were the fees must be 
subject to the approval of the Board, and 
there must also be an adequate number 
Those must not be con- 
They would be 


every 


of free places. 
fused with scholarships. 
for public elementary school children 
who would not be asked to compete 
with children outside, but who would 
only be asked to pass a qualifying 
examination. The general rule would be 
that any school receiving the additional 
grant should offer at least 25 per cent. of 
its places for public elementary school 
children, who should enter free. The 


schools might have as many more free 


places as they liked, and where the 
schools were provided by the local edu- 


cation authority he trusted they would 
all be free. There were cases, however, 
where 25 per cent. of the places would 
not be used in any case in that way. He 
proposed that, where a resolution was 
passed by the local education authority 
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supporting the application for recognition 
by a school which did not in all respects 
comply with those requirements about 
public management and conscience clause, 
the Board might, if they saw fit, waive 
those requirements. With regard t 
training colleges, he had found that 
question a difficult one to deal with. 
The only conclusion he had been able to 
come to was that in every training college 
there ought to be a conscience clause. 
The training colleges were almost ex- 
clusively supported out of public funds. 
That regulation would, for administra- 
not come into force this 
year, but it would come before the 
House next year. With regard to the 
supply of additional schools, that duty 
rested upon the local education authority 
who were bound to carry out the views o/ 
the ratepayers. All the Board of Educa 
tion could do was to offer them the bribe 
of the general grant ; and under the new 
regulations the Board had materially in 
creased the grant. It would be an 
increase in the proportion of three to five. 
They were, therefore, offering a distinct 
inducement to the educationa! 
authorities to put their hands in thei: 
pockets to provide additional schools. 
He appealed to the hon. Member fo 
Clitheroe to use his influence with the 
trade councils in this matter. Their 
resolutions should be addressed to the 
local authorities, and they should urge 
upon the local ratepayers the duty of 
facing the burden. The Government 
were willing to assist them; but theirs 
was the primary responsibility, and they 
must act. The Board’s inspectors did 
their utmost to induce the local authorities 
to be generous ; and he was thankful to 
say that there were many local authorities | 


tive reasons, 


local 


doing their utmost in the way of pro 
It would lx 
invidious to mention particular cases ; | 


viding secondary schools. 
but he saw around him several gentlemen 
who had personally interested themselves 
in inducing their local authorities to 
appeal to the ratepayers to find the 
necessary money, and had _ succeeded. 
The Board had to deal with the country | 
Mr. McKenna. 
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as a whole, and their figures were small 
because many of the’ local authorities 
were so backward in taking action. Why, 
until the law compelled, some of them 
would not spend the whisky money, much 
less rate themselves. Very recently a local 
authority could have got over its difficulty 
by a rate of a sixth of a penny, but it 
could not be induced to put even that 
charge upon the ratepayers. He hoped, 
therefore, hon. Members would be lenient 


with the Board of Education and accept 


his assurance that the Department would 
do its best with an earnest, active, and 
intelligent desire to raise the general 
educational level and 
efficient system of secondary schools. 
They would obtain such schools, but 
meanwhile let a little patience be ex- 
tended to the Board. The policy of the 
Board was to democratise the secondary 
schools in the sense of raising the level 
and securing for the humblest in the 
land the opportunity of education for 
their children in really good schools. 
Much of the criticism addressed to the 
Board in the discussion should be directed 
to local authorities, and so far as the 
Board of Education had influence the 
utmost endeavours would be made to 
carry out the views of hon. Members. 


obtain a _ good, 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
Univerity) said they had listened with 


great interest to the right hon. Gentle- 


man’s statement of the policy of the Board 
of Education in relation to the Resolution: 
The Resolution asked for three things- 
more encouragement for schools other than 
elementary, more local control over them, 
and the diminution or abolition of sec- 
tarian requirements. The right hon. 
Gentleman had told the House in general 


terms that he had more money to 
dispose of—which they were glad to 
hear—which he was going to use to 


| induce local authorities to come forward 


by offering them more local control under 

certain conditions ; but he had expected 

from the Board rather more guidance. 

What had to be filled was the gap 

between elementary schools and secondary 
¥ 
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schools of the type properly defined 
by the Board. Before 1902 elementary 
schools did good work, not always of an 
elementary kind; they wandered into 
the region of secondary or higher educa- 
tion, in some cases doing it very well and 
in other cases not very well. In almost 
all cases where they did the work well | 
the attention of the best teachers was 


distracted from the children who were | 
their proper concern in ene 
schools. The Act of 1902 compelled a | 


distinction to be made between elemen- 
tary and secondary schools. Secondary 

. . | 
schools were required to give some | 


teaching in languages and literature and | 
give the pupils some notion of scientitic | 
methods, but in almost all cases the prac- | 
tical requirements of the child had to be | 
considered in relation to the work he | 
would have to do, and, though there | 
was an attempt to specialise in the 
last two years, there was always a 
gap between the two schools. How 
did the Board propose to fill that 
gap, or would it be left to local authorities 
to work out the complicated matter / 
When he was at the Board of Education 
he had endeavoured to move from below 
and to fill the gap by higher elementary 
schools developing elementary work on 
higher lines suited to the requirements of 
the children. There was, however, still 
a gap between those schools and the 
higher type of secondary schools, and he 
hoped to hear how that was proposed to 
be ‘illed, Local authorities had taken up 
the work with great good-will and readi- 
hess, and in some cases with a great deal of 
acumen, but many were inexperienced in 
the work of education. It must be borne 
in mind that a school was not made a 
secondary school simply by calling it a 
secondary school; and that the educa- 
tion of a boy was not served by sending 
him to a school which could not give him 
the education he required. The resources 
upon which a school rested were Govern- 
ment grants, rates, and fees, and if fees 
were knocked away the financial stability 
of the school must be impaired. Now it 
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was proposed that a local authority 


1058 


might start a school and offer it as a free 
gift to the locality. That would be ex- 
tremely popular for a time. But would 
such a school be able to do all it professed 
todo? The absence of fees often meant 
lower salaries. If the salaries of teachers 
were low, the staff would be inefficient, 
and if the staff were inefficient, what- 
ever the school might profess to 
do, it could not really do it. 
Although a school might be ostensibly 
. secondary school, although it might 
have a curriculum which excited 
admiration, although the scholars might 
be really anxious to obtain teaching 
therein, although the teachers might be 
desirous of giving it, yet they might not 
be able to get the kind of teacher who 
could give the sort of teaching which the 
school professed to give ; and he, therefore, 
hoped that the President of the Board 
would bear this in mind, that if they 
created a type of school which professed 
to give a kind of education which it could 
not in reality give, because it could 
not afford the kind of teacher who could 
give the education which the school 
professed to give, then the splendid 
conception of bringing secondary educa- 
tion to the door of the working classes 
would be a disappointment and a fraud. 
He trusted that the Board of Education 
would take steps to set free the local 
authorities as regarded the remission of 
fees, and that they would also inquire 
very carefully into the financial conditions 
f a school before encouraging it, by 


Education. 


offering it a grant, to undertake that 


which it could not successfully perform. 
They were all glad that the local authori- 
ties should be represented in the govern- 
ment of the schools, but the complete con- 
trol of the school by the local authority was 
not always to the advantage of the school. 
In the Report of the Commission on 
Secondary Education it was contem- 
plated that the local authorities should 
be represented, but not that they should 
have the entire control of the schools. 
On page 56 of the Report of the Board 
of Education for 1906, an illustration 
was afforded of a school governed entirely 
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by the local education authority through 
one or more Committees, and mainly 
through the agency of the organising 


secretary. Now, if the head master 
and head mistress could only com- 
municate with the governing _ body | 


(the committee of the county council) 
through the organising secretary, that 


was not likely to create any strong 
sense of responsibility, nor was the | 
teacher likely to approach his task 
with any great enthusiasm. No doubt, 


with longer experience, local authorities 


would become perfectly well informed on | 
these subjects, but at present they did not | 
know all that was required for the proper 


government of the secondary school ; 
and, although he welcomed the repre 


sentation of the local authorities in all | 
cases, he could not help thinking that 
the requirement that there should be a 


majority of local representatives in all 
cases where a school was to receive the | 
higher grant, was a somewhat dangerous | 
move in the direction of creating a 
government of secondary schools which 
might not always be to the advantage 
of those schools. He was very glad to 
that State 
altogether withdrawn from the schools 


hear aid was not to be 
which were not under local control. If 
the Board of Education were to go so 


far in the direction of requiring local 





control as to decline to give a grant to | 
any school privately governed, he thought | 
they would do great injury to secondary | 
education. The local authorities had so | 
recently taken up the question of second- | 
ary education that the supply of schools | 
was deficient and would remain deficient | 
for some time, if the Board of Education 
did not encourage reliance on those schools 


which were not at present under local | 
control. As regarded the training colleges, | 
the effect of what had been told them | 
by the President of the Board of Eduea- | 


Sir William Anson. 


{COMMONS} 


Education. 1060 


| tion was not at first sight very obvious, 
| but at the same time it did not strike 
him as being very alarming to those 
colleges which had been built and started 
by denominations. It would be a very 
unfortunate thing if in the case of colleges 
| which had been built in the faith that 
they would be maintained by Govern. 
ment grant, they were to be told that 
because they were denominational hence- 
The 
private enterprise which had started the 


forth they were to be starved. 


training of teachers in this country had 
emanated from the Church of England, 
which was entitled to the consideration 
due to the pioneer in the great work of 
training the teachers of the country, 
He was quite ready to admit the generous 
nature of the Government grant so far 
as the maintenance of the students was 
concerned, but it must be borne in mind 
that the grant was’ dependent on the 
a building. The Govern- 


existence of g 
ment had not until recently offered any 
contribution to building, and local authori- 
ties had shrunk from the charge of main- 
taining the schools. The requirements 
of the proposed conscience clause did not 
seem to him to amount to more than 
this, that a Nonconformist would be able 
to go to a Church college, and that a 
Church of England student would be able 
to go to a Nonconformist college, both 
But 


there was one matter arising out of 


without any fear of proselytising. 


the Resolution which he thought its 
mover ought to bear in mind. It 
was constantly urged that the Govern- 
ment should bear the whole cost of the 
If so it was difficult 
to see where local control came in. He 
had always urged local authorities to 


training of teachers. 


build training colleges and retain that 


|right of local control which could only 


arise if they contributed something either 
to the building or to the maintenance of 
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the college, and which was necessary to 
them if they were to construct a scheme 
for the boys and girls within their area 
enter the teaching pro- 
welcomed the announce- 


would 
fession. He 
ment made by the President of the 
Board of Education that more money 


who 


would be forthcoming for secondary edu- 
cation. He wished the right hon. Gentle- 
man had told them the He 
had himself made a humble effort in that 


amount. 


direction for which his successor got the 
credit. 
of Education had to carry out was the 


The great object which the Board 


moulding of the secondary schools to meet 
the requirements of the children in any 
given area, and the instruction of the 
local authorities in the best method of 
the which existed 
between the elementary and the higher 
The Educa- 


filling up interval 

type of secondary school. 
tion Board in these matters must guide 
the local authorities, because they had a 
survey over the whole area of England 
and Wales, and they could bring an 
amount of experience to bear upon the 
subject that no local authority could 
offer. It was for the Board rather than 
the local authorities to instruct and guide 
the public mind as to what the various 
types of education other than elementary 
should be. It would have been more 
satisfactory if the right hon. Gentleman 
had said he was going to spend this 
money for schools of a new and definite 
type such as were badly wanted in 
Before 
they could form an opinion about what 


various parts of the country. 


was going to be done for the training 
colleges they must wait to see the 
regulations, but he was glad that the 
action of Board with respect to denomi 
national training colleges did not appear 
to be harsh. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
congratulated his right hon. friend on 
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the spirit in which he had approached 
this problem. It marked a new 


epoch for the President of the Board 
of Education to get up in the House 
that the con- 
science clause was now to apply to train- 
He wished 
The 


conscience clause was hung up in every 


of Commons and say 
ing colleges for teachers. 
to ask one or two questions. 


public elementary school, and it protected 
every child in that school who needed 
its protection, and any child in the 
neighbourhood might demand to enter 
that school and could not be kept out 
of it because of any religious opinions. 
Would the of the Board of 
Education accompany this 
dealing with the conscience clause by 


President 


regulation 


another regulation that no King’s scholar 
who had passed the necessary qualifying 
examination should be excluded from any 
training college on account of religion ? 
That was the vital part of the whole 
question. It was useless to put a state- 
ment upon the wall in a training college 
that any 
have the right to abstain from attending 


student, once inside, would 


religious observances at a certain place 
of worship. The committee of manage- 
ment of such a college might, under that 
rule, still be able to exclude from entering 
the college any student who did not state 
tacitly, if not expressly, his willingness 
to observe the religious observances of 
the college and to worship in a certain 
He rejoiced that the right hon. 
more 


place. 
Gentleman was going to give 
money to secondary schools and to insist 
upon a real course of instruction in those 
schools. The President of the Board of 
Education had stated that he intended to 
invite the governing body in existing 
secondary schools to admit a number of 
persons representing the local authority. 
Did he mean to apply that principle to 
the training colleges? If so they might 
expect the management of those colleges 
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to be democratised and then all religious 
tests, so far as those colleges were 


concerned, would be removed. More 
money was to be given to those 


secondary schools which adopted popu- 


lar methods of management. Would 
the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion tell the House in what way he 


proposed to apportion the grants to which 
he had referred? Were the grants to be 
apportioned equally in the first, second. 
third, and fourth years, or were they 
an ascending 
The right 


to be 
scale from year to year! 
hon. Gentleman had the advantage of 


apportioned on 


knowing what the figures were up to 
date. The latest figures which he him- 
self had been able to obtain were two 
yearsold. He wished that arrangements 
could be made for placing more recent 
figures at the disposal of Members of the 
House. The statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman that half of children 
attending the secondary schools and 


the 


receiving grants from the Board of 
Education had gone through the public 
elementary schools, and that half of the 
children were attending the secondary 
schools free of fees, might be perfectly 
accurate so far as it went, but he thought 
it revealed a specious aspect which was 
perhaps hardly fair to those who had 
brought this matter forward. How many 
of the number were probationers or pupil 
teachers? How many were obtaining 
secondary education on the understand 
ing that they should become 


later on? He did not question the 
statement made by the right hon. Gentle. 
man as to free places, but he would 
point out that there was not a single 
secondary school in the county of 
London where free places existed for 
children from elementary schools. The 
Minister for Education had expressed his 
proud determination to see that second- 


MM r. Yorall 5 
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‘ary schools were really and properly 
secondary schools, where secondary edu- 
cation of the right type was given. He 
hoped that that did not mean that in his 
opinion there was only one right type. 
No one acquainted with the subject 
would wish to destroy that secondary 
education of the classical and_ literary 
type which had existed solong. Whether 
the advantages of that type of school 
came trom the curriculum or the other 
conditions of public schools might be 
doubted. He was inclined to think it lay 
in the playing fields, with their organised 
games, and the spirit of subordination 
and unselfishness which they produced. 
If they could have this in the elementary 
and the modern secondary school he was 
inclined to think the same results would 
be achieved. At the same time he hoped 
it would be open to local authorities to 
develop what they sought to develop, 
and what the people of this country 
wished—a secondary education of a more 


modern and more practical type. 


Mr. BUTCHER (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said he had _ noticed with 


especial pleasure from the speech of 
Edu- 


free air 


the President of the Board of 
cation that he considered the 
of discussion was almost essential for 
intending teachers who had passed the 


His feeling was that 


the training colleges of the future would 


need to be drawn into closer relations 
with the Universities. University life, 
he considered, would provide the free 
atmosphere which was desired. At the 
same time he recognised that so long as 
we provided teachers to give religious 
instruction some kind of denominational 
college would be necessary. ‘There was 
a certain unity of life and thought which 
could not be got apart from that. He 


welcomed the suggestion that there 
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should be a conscience clause. 


{15 May 1907} 


To his | 


mind the most important part of the | 


discussion that evening related to popular 
control over schools which received State 
grants. There seemed to be some 
difference of opinion as to what that 
popular control should be. 


was in favonr in such cases of some 


representation being given either to the 


local authority or to the Board of Educa- 
of the first 
improvement was that the local authori- 


tion. One conditions 
salaries 


The 


whole equipment of secondary schools 


ties should realise that the 


of the teachers should be raised. 
was something entirely different from 
what was thought sufficient ten, fifteen, 
or twenty years ago; and therefore the 
remark of the President of the Board of 
Education that because they had got on 
with a smaller grant in the past, they 
could get on with a smaller grant in 


If this 


demand for popular control was carried 


the future was entirely wrong. 


He himself | 


out to its full effect, the result would be | 


undoubtedly that secondary education 
far at 


present, because the springs of private 


would be more costly than 


enterprise would be dried up, and 
instead of giving larger access to | 


secondary education for the many, they 
would be closing many doors and ad- 

He held that 
should come 


mitting only the few. 
secondary education in 
future somewhat more under local control. 
We were still in what he might call an 
experimental stage, and we could not 
get any one definite type of what was 
best. 


of | 
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and however patriotic their committees 


Education, 


might be, they were inclined to make far 
too rigorous and uniform requirements to 
suit the type of school which he desired 
to sec. He was perfectly convinced that 
freedom in the schools, combined, of 
course, with a certain amount of suitable 
discipline, was the first of all necessities, 
not only in regard to the intellectual 
methods to be pursued, but in regard to 
the character-forming influences which 
If they 


asked the best teachers in the secondary 


should be existent in the school. 
schools what their chief grievance in the 
matter of control was, they would say 
that they were subject to many harassing 
restrictions and vexatious regulations 
which were supposed to be part of a 
policy of control in regard to grants of 
public money. Popular control ought, 
however, in his judgment to carry with it 
the utmost freedom to the headmaster 
and the capacity to develop the greatest 


diversity in the type of school. 


Mr. STUART (Sunderland) congratu- 
lated the mover and seconder of the 
Resolution on the reply which they had 
drawn from the President of the Board 
of Education in regard to the secondary 
part of the education of the country. 
There were a good many points in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s statement which 


might give rise to difference of opinion, 


| such as his references to training culleges 


and popular control. However, he did 


| not rise to deal with any of those subjects, 


What was needed was diversity | 


and variety which would come through | 


the initiative and capacity of the head | 


masters who were allowed the utmost 


treedom. The local authorities were new 


same point of view. 


to their work and did not know very | 
| . 
| which had to be overcome throughout 


much, and, even if they did know their 
work, however loyal the local authorities 
VOL. CLXXIV. [Fourri Series. | 


but to point to two questions in which he 
thought hon. Members upon both sides of 
the House would be enabled to approach 
the consideration of the matter from the 
The first point was 
that whatever might be done in regard 
to secondary education the great difficulty 


the country was that of bringing the 
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local authority up to scratch in all cases 
so that they took up the subject in a 
proper manner. He admitted that there 
had been a great advance, especially 
since the Act of 1902, in regard to 
secondary education, but the local authori- 
The local 


Adjournment 


ties were still behindhand. 
authorities were too distinct one from 
another and suffered from want of 
knowledge of what kind of secondary 
education was to be aimed at, and what 
class of schools they should establish. 
There were in the schools two classes of 
pupils, those who came forward at an 
early age and were permitted to receive 
secondary education, and those who were 
permitted to receive it only at the end of 
their course* of elementary instruction. 
They could not, however, keep up 
secondary education merely as a con- 
tinuance of elementary education. They 
could not say after a person went through 
a course of elementary education for a 
certain number of years that he should go 
through a course of secondary education. 
He thought a great deal might be done 
by the Board of Education in giving 
much more assistance than they did— 
although he knew they did a great deal 
—as to the character of schools required 
in the country. Heagreed with the hon. 
Member who had last spoken, that there 
should be greater variety in the schools 
under the same local authority, and he 
believed that information on the matter 
might be diffused more widely by the 
Department. The other point he wished 
to call attention to was the unwillingness 
of the local authorities to raise the money. 
The real necessity was to raise the demand 
for secondary education in the constitu- 
encies so that the local education authori- 
ties would be supported in their efforts to 


forward it, and he appealed to hon. 
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Members. generally to use their influence | 
Mr. Stuart. 


of the House. 


so that money might be raised for the 
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purposes of secondary education. 


Mr. SILCOCK said that, after the 
statement of the Minister for Education, 
and after the satisfactory discussion which 
had taken place, he begged leave to 
withdraw his Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS BILL. 


Order for consideration, as amended 
(by the Standing Committee), read. 


Mr. SPEAKER called the attention 
of the House to the fact that by in- 
advertence had 
committed by the Standing Committee, 


an irregularity been 
in that a clause imposing a Stamp Duty 


had been 


the sanction of a Resolution of a Com- 


inserted in the Bill without 
mittee of the Whole House, agreed to 
by the House. It was his duty to 
recommit the Bill. 


Lorp BALCARRES 
Chorley) submitted as a point of order 
that probably the best course would be 


(Lancashire, 


to recommit the Bill in regard to the 
particular clause which imposed the 
charge. 


Mr. SPEAKER said that it was his duty 
to inform the House that in consequence 
of the irregularity which had been com- 
mitted by the Standing Committee the 
Bill must be recommitted. 


Bill recommitted to the former Com- 
mittee in respect of Clause 11. 


Adjourned at eight minutes after 
Eleven o’clock. 
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The Lord Brodrick (V. Midleton) 
sat first in Parliament after the death of 
his father. 

PRIVATE BILL BUSI 


roc 


LSS. 


The LonpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with: Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Orders [H.L. }. 


{16 May 1907} 


| 


Also the Certificate that no Standing | 


Orders are applicable to the following 
Bill: Gas and Water Orders Confirma- 


« tion (No. 1) [HL]. 


The same were ordered to lie on 
the Table. 
Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Urban 


District Water Bill [H.L.]. Petition for 


additional provision ; 


the proposed clause and Amendments 
imnexed thereto; read, and referred to 
the Examiners. 


of the Broadstairs , 
“and St. Peter's Urban District Council, 
“under their Common Seal, together with 


Ashton-under-Lyne, Stalybridge, and | 


(District) Waterworks Bill 
H.L.|. Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. 


Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil Junction 


|. Railway Bill; Great Yarmouth Port and 
: Haven Bill; Boston Spa Gas Bill. 


Read 
2, and committed. 

North East London Railway Bill ; 
and North-Western Railway 
(Superannuation Fund) Bill; Plymouth 
md North Devon Direct Railway 


Abandonment) Bill. Read 3*, and passed. | 


Collooney, Hallina, and  Belmullet 
Railways and Piers Bill ; Kingston-upon- 
Hull Corporation Bill. Brought trom 
the Commons, read 14, and referred to 
the Examiners. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill [H.u.]. Read 2* (according 
to order). 

VOL, CLXXIV. [Fourtu Series.] 
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Marriages Provisional Order Bill : 
Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill. Read 34 (according to order), and 
passed. 


Reports, &e. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1907 
Published Proceedings and Précis of 
the Colonial Conference, 30th April to 
14th May 1907. 


oO 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 3788. Siam (Monthons of Saiburi 
and Puket). 

No. 3789. Argentine Republic (Buenos 
Ayres). 

No. 3790. Portugal (Beira). 


EDALJI. 
Papers relating to the case of George 


Edalji. 


MINES (EIGHT HOUR DAY FOR 
MINERS). 

Final Report of the Departmental 
Committee appointed to inqure into the 
probable economic effect of a limit of 
eight hours to the working day of coal 
miners ; Report, minutes of evidence, and 
appendices. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS. 


(County of Durham). Order made by 
the council of the county of Durham 
altering certain polling districts in the 
South-eastern and Houghton-le-Spring 
Parliamentary Divisions. 

(County of Lancaster). Order made 
by the council of the county of Lancaster 
re-dividing the Darwen Parliamentary 
Division into convenient polling districts. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (BOROUGH OF 
ACCRINGTON). 

Orders made by the council of the 
borough of Accrington, and confirmed by 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the hours of closing 
for certain classes of shops within the 
borough. 

NAVAL SAVINGS BANKS. 

Account of deposits in Naval Savings 
Banks and the payments thereof, and of 


2 () 
a 
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interest theron, of all investments under 
the Naval Savings Banks Act, 1866, and 
the application of the interest or dividends 
accruing in respect thereof, and of the 
proceeds of any sale of any stocks, 
annuities, or securities during the 
financial year 1905-1906. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Companies 


COMPANIES BILL [1.1] 
Bill read 3* (according to order). 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
LoREBURN) : My Lords, there are some 
Amendments which I have to propose at 
this stage. The first one is an Amend- 
ment which was on the Paper for the 
Report stage, but through some oversight 
was omitted. It does not affect the 
substance of the Bill, but merely provides 
that the reissue of a debenture or the 
issue of another debenture in its place 
under the section shall be treated as the 
issue of a new debenture for the purposes 
of stamp duty, but shall not be so treated 
for the purpose of any provision limiting 
the amount or number of debentures to 
be issued. It is one of those provisions 
required by the Treasury in order to 
prevent the evasion of stamp duty on the 
issue of debentures. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 12, line 34, after Subsection (3), to 
insert as a new subsection—(4) The re-issue 
of a debenture or the issue of another deben- 
ture in its place under this section, whether 
made before or after the passing of this Act, 
shall be treated as the issue of a new debenture 
for the purposes of stamp duty, but it shall 
not be so treated for the purpose of any 
provision limiting the amount or number 
of debentures to be issued.?”—(7he Lord 
Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
other Amendments standing on the Paper 
are not in themselves of any importance, 
but are miscellaneous Amendments of 
the Companies Acts inserted in the 
schedule. Our object is contemporaneously 
with this Bill to amend and consolidate 
the company law. Our scheme is to 
introduce a Consolidation Bill, pure and 
simple, and, as soon as this Bill is passed, 


and the other Bill brought in, then to. 


include in the other Bill all the provisions 
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of this Bill, which we shall repeal as soon 
as it is passed. That is the best way of 
separating what is new from what is 
merely consolidation. Originally it was 
intended that in the Consolidation Bill 
there should be certain minor Amend- 
ments proposed, but I objected on the 
ground that such a Bill ought to be a 
Consolidation Bill pure and _ simple. 
Therefore the changes, in themselves 
unimportant, which would otherwise 
have been inserted in the Consolidation 
Bill are now proposed in the form of a 
new schedule to this Bill. It is proposed 
to insert, after Clause 49, as a new 
clause— 

‘“The Amendments specified in the Third 
Schedule of this Act, which relate to minor 
details, shall be made in the Companies Acts.” 
That would appear at first sight an un- 
scientific way of dealing with the matter, 
and some criticism has been made upon 
the form of words, as though it were an 
unusual form; but our only sin in this 
respect is the sin of plagiarism, for this 
wording appeared in the Land Registry 
Act. I think it is a convenient way of 
doing what will be admitted on all hands 
to be desirable. 


Amendment moved— 

“ After Clause 49 to insert as a new clause: 
‘The Amendments specified in the Third 
Sehedule to this Act, which relate to minor 
details, shall be made in the Companies Act.’” 
—(The Lord Chaneellor), 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

** Clause 50, page 22, line 25, to leave out the 
word ‘ Third’ and to insert the word ‘ Fourth.’ 
—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
object of the first Amendment in Section 
28 of the Companies Act, 1862, is 
to require a company to give notice to 
the Registrar of the reconversion of stock 
into shares in the same way as it now 
has to give notice of the conversion of 
stock into shares. The object of the 
second Amendment is to enable a person 
to require a copy of part only of the 
register, and to permit some charge 
being made for supplying the copy. 
The third Amendment is for the pur- 
pose of imposing a penalty on liqui- 
dators who fail to file a retuwn 


107: 
shor 
The 

toa 

of Ss 
The 
iner 
whe 
tere 
Ame 
Act 


Ena 


Com] 


26 


Com] 


31 


Comp 
43 


—(Th 
On 
Bil 





Lo 
to as! 
a fact 
by tl 
on le: 
Arm} 


i to ta 


trolle 


1072 


soon 
Ly of 
t is 
was 
Bill 
end- 
the 
be a 
iple. 
slves 
Wise 
tion 
of a 
osed 


new 


‘hird 
LINO} 
cts.” 
un- 
ter, 
pon 
8 an 
this 
this 
stry 
4 ot 
nds 


ase ; 
hird 
inor 
‘t. ee 


un 





1073 The Union {16 May 1907} Jack Club. 1074 


showing the date of the final winding up. , superseded, but which has not been 
The fourth Amendment has reference formally repealed. The whole of these 
to a reduction of capital and the liability Amendments are Amendments of details 
of shareholders in connection therewith. in the Companies Acts which ought to 
The next Amendment is to allow an be made preparatory to consolidation. 

increase of the nominal amount of shares 
when unregistered companies are regis- 
tered as limited companies ; and the last 
Amendment is to repeal Section 7 of the «tn page 25, at end, to insert as a new 
Act of 1879, which has been in effect schedule— 


Amendment proposed— 


THIRD SCHEDULE. 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDM!NTS OF COMPANIES ACTS. 





| 
Enactment to be amended. | Nature of Amendment. 








Companies Act, 1862 (25 & | After the word “stock” there shall be inserted the words “ or 
96 Vict. c. 89), s. 28. re-converted stock into shares.” 

After the word “conversion” there shall be inserted the words 
‘* or re-conversion.” 

After the word “converted” there shall be inserted the words 
“or the stock re-converted.” 


s. 32. - - - | After the words “herein-before mentioned” there shall be 
inserted the words ‘ or any part thereof.” 

After the word “sixpence” there shall be inserted the words 
‘* or such less sum as the company may prescribe.” 

After the words “hundred words” there shall be inserted the 
words “ or fractional part thereof.” 


s. 143 - - - | At the beginning there shall be inserted the words “‘ Within one 
week after such meeting.” 

After the words “‘ the same was held” there shall be inserted the 
words “The registrar on receiving such return shall forthwith 
register it.” 


Companies Act, 1867 (30 & | After the word “ paid” there shall be inserted the words “ or (as 
31 Vict. ec. 131), s. 16. the case may be) the reduced amount, if any, which is to be 
deemed to have been paid.” 


Companies Act, 1879 (42 & | For the words “in cases where no such increase of nominal 

43 Vict. ¢. 76), s. 5. capital may be resolved upon” there shall be substituted the 
words “ either in conjunction with or without any such increase 
of nominal capital.” 


BT - - - | The whole section except the proviso to sub-section (5) to be 
repealed, 








=| The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. Eart BEAUCHAMP: My Lords, the 
= noble Lord is perfectly accurate in saying 
Bill passed and sent to the Commons. | that a request has been received from the 
anameaite council of the Union Jack Club for the 

THE UNION JACK CLUB. }loan of an officer on leave from a 
Lorp ROSMEAD: My Lords, I bez | regiment in the Indian Army; but the 
toask His Majesty's Government if it is Secretary of State for India, having 
‘fact that an arrangement is being made | given the matter full consideration, does 
by the India Office by which an ofticer | ~ 
on leave from a regiment in the Indian 


not regard the object in view as one for 
Army is about to be seconded in order which a charge should be put on the 
to take up an appointment as ‘Con- | revenue of India or exceptional arrange- 
troller” of the Union Jack Club. ments sanctioned. 
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1075 Petitions. 
PROHIBITION OF MEDICAL PRACTICE 
BY COMPANIES BILL [n...]. 
DENTAL COMPANIES (RESTRICTIONS 
OF PRACTICE) BILL [u.L.]. 

The Lords following were named of 
the Select Committee:—V. Falkland, 
V. Knutsford, L. Hylton, L. Ludlow, 
L. Colebrook. 


The Committee 
Chairman. 


appoint their own 


House adjourned at twenty 


minutes before Five o'clock, | 


to Tuesday, the 28th instant, 
hali-past Ten o'clock. 


OMMONS. 
May, 1907. 


,y 
py | 


Th, ursday, ] 6th 


The House met at a Quarter before 


Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas 


Bill. Lords’ Amendments considered, 
and agreed to. 
Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet 


Railways and Piers Bill (King’s consent 


signified). Bill read the third time, and 
passed. 

Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe 
Tramways [Lords]. Read the third 


time, and passed, with Amendments. 

Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 

West Yorkshire Tramways Bill [Lords. } 
To be read a third time upon Thursday 
next. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13) Bill, “to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Norwich, and the 
counties of London and _ Middlesex,” 
presented by Dr. Macnamara ; supported 
by Mr. Burns; read the first time; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 205.] 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill, “to confirm certain Provi- 
sional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Crediton, Portsmouth, 
and the W altham Joint Hospital Dis- 
trict,” presented by Dr. Macnamara ; 
supported by Mr. Burns; read the first 
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| time ; to be referred to the Examiners 
| of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 206.] 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill, “to confirm certain Proyj. 
sional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under The Electric Lighting Acts, 
1882 and 1888, relating to Minehe: ad and 
Dunster, Rhymney Valley (Gelligaer, 
Mynyddislwyn, and Bedwellty), and St. 
Albans and “District,” presented by Mr, 
Lloyd-George ; supported by Mr. Kear. 
| ley ; read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 

Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 207.] 

Armagh Urban District Council Bill, 

Reported from the Police and Sanitary 
Committee, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 


Report 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs. 


That they have agreed to, Marriages 
Provisional Order Bill; Metropolitan 
Police Provisional Order Bill: North 


East London Railway Bill ; London and 
North-Western Railway (Superannuation 
Fund) Bill ; Plymouth and North Devon 


Direct Railway (Abandonment) Bill, 
without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled 
“An Act to repeal Section 57 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, and 
part of Section 7 of The Coal Mines 
Regulation Act, 1887, relating to the 
employment of women and _ children.” 
{Employment of Women Bill [ Lords}. 

Also, a Bill intituled, “An Act for 
amending the Law relating to the admin- 


istration of oaths for the purpose of pro- 
ceedings in Prize Courts.” | Prize Courts 
Bill { Lords]. ] 

And, also, a Bill, 
to amend the Companies Acts, 
1900.” | Companies Bill [ Lords. 


intituled, ** An Act 
L862 to 


PETITIONS. 


ADVERTISEMENTS’ REGULATION 


BILL. 
Petition from St. Marylebone. for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions, for adulteration ; from 
Arbroath ; and Forfar ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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1077 Returns, 
MARRIAGE WITH A _ DECEASED 
WIFE'S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against; from Ardwick ; 


{16 May 1907} 


| 
| 
| 


Kennington Park ; Pimlico ; Winchester ; | 


and Worthing ; to lie upon the Table. 


MUNICIPAL MILK DEPOTS BILL. 
Petition from St. Marylebone, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF 
TENANCE). 


MAIN- 


| for the Home Department, 


Petitions for legislation ; from Long | 
Ashton ; and Plymouth ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Leith, in favour ; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


| 1907 [by Command] ; 


SALE OF WHISKY BILL. 
Petition from St. Marylebone, in | 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
TRUST INVESTMENT BILL. 
Petition of the Law Society of the 


United Kingdom, in favour ; to lie upon 


the Table. 
REPORTS, ETC. 
CASE OF GEORGE EDALJI. 

Copy presented, of Papers relating to 
the case of George Edalji | by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

MINES (EIGHT HOUR DAY FOR 
MINERS). 

Copy presented, of Final Report of the 

Departmental Committee appointed to 


RETURNS, 


| printed. 


enquire into the probable economic effect | 


ofa limit of Eight Hours to the working 
day of Coal Miners, together with Report, 
Minutes of Evidence, and Appendices 
[hy Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
INSPECTORS OF MINES. 
Return Presented, relative 
[Address 27th March; Mr. Suimmerbell) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
|No. 157.] 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
LANCASTER). 


thereto | 


Copy presented, of Order made by the | 


of the County of Lancaster, 
redividing the Darwen Parliamentary 
Division into convenient Polling Districts 
[hy Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
DURHAM). 
Copy presented, of Order 


made by | 
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the Council of the County of Durham, 


| altering certain Polling Districts in the 


Houghton-le-Spring 
to 


South-Eastern and 
Parliamentary Divisions [by Act] ; 
lie upon the Table. 
SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 

Copies presented, of Orders made by 
| the Council of the Borough of Accrington, 
and confirmed by the Secretary of State 
fixing the 
Hours of Closing for certain classes of 
Shops within the Borough [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1907. 


Copy presented, of Published Pro- 
ceedings and Précis of the Colonial 
Conference, 30th April to 14th May, 


to lie upon the 
Table. 
NAVAL SAVINGS BANKS. 

Account presented, of Deposits in 
Naval Savings Banks, and the payments 
thereof, and the interest thereon, &c., 
during the financial year 1905-6 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
[No. 158.] 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 10th April; J/r. Runciman] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 159.] 

BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 

FISHERIES. 

Copy presented, of Annual Report of 
Proceedings under the Tithe Acts, 
Copyhold Act, 1894, Inclosure Acts, and 
other Acts for the year 1906 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Report, Annual Series, No. 
3791 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

RENTS AND ROYALTIES ARISING 

FROM MINES UNDER THE SEA. 

Return ordered, “showing (1) the 

companies or persons in the county of 


Cumberland holding leases from the 
Crown to mine under the sea; (2) the 
dates of such leases being made ; (3) the 


rate of Rent or Royalty ‘paid under each 
lease; and (4) the amount annually 
accruing to the Crown under each 
lease.” —(Mr. George Roberts.) 
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(Juestions. 


STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. 

Return ordered, “of all sums payable 
out of the Exchequer of the United 
Kingdom in the year 1906-7 in respect 
of Steamship Subsidies, showing (a) the 
total amount of the Subsidies ; (b) the 
payments out of the Exchequer ; and (c) 
the dates at which the contracts pro- 
viding for the Subsidies begin and end, 
the services stipulated to be performed, 
and the revenue, if any, collected in 
connection with these services and either 
paid into the Exchequer or treated as an 
Appropriation - in - Aid."—(Mr. Harold 
Ot.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Suggested Remission of Sentence on 
Stoker Moody. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): To ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty whether having regard to the 
fact that the incident of the disturbances 
at the Naval Barracks at Portsmouth, 
which resulted in the trial by court- 
martial, conviction, and sentence to 


lengthened terms of imprisonment of | a 
| managh, N.) : 


Stoker Moody and his comrades, has left 
no permanently injurious effects, the 
Admiralty will consider the advisability 


of remitting or curtailing the remaining | 


period of the punishment of these men. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The Board of Admiralty will in due 
course eonsider the advisability of the 
proceeding suggested by my hon. friend. 

English Government Departments 

Exercising Powers in Ireland. 


{COMMONS} 
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Distribution of Untenanted Land on the 
Mount Shannon Estate. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can now 
give the particulars of the scheme for the 
distribution of the untenanted lands on 
the Mount Shannon Estate, in the county 
of Limerick, the names of the evicted 
tenants who are getting some of these 
lands, the area, and the annuities they 
will have to pay, and the number of 
labourers to whom allotments have been 
given and the extent of same, and any 
other particulars pertaining to the scheme. 

(Answered Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners are not at present 
in a position to furnish the information 
asked for in the Question, nor do they 
consider that any useful purpose com- 
mensurate with the labour involved 
would be served by publishing such 
details. Full information of such re-sales 
to tenants will be given in the monthly 
Returns of advances made under the Act 
of 1903, which are periodically presented 
to Parliament. 


by 


Repatriation of Chinese Coolies. 
Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
To ask the Under-Seere- 
tary of State for the Colonies how many 
Chinese coolies in the Transvaal have at 
their own request been repatriated at the 
public expense down to Ist May, 1907; 
and has Lord Selborne reported that 
coolies brought in without licences would 
require compensation amounting to at 
least £20 each for loss of what they 


ignorantly regard as profitable and 


| advantageous employment, and that any 


| proposal to 


Mr. GEORGE CLARK (Belfast, N.) : | 


To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will | 
grant a Return giving the names of | 
Government Departments or authorities | 
in England which may now exercise | 


powers in or in relation to Ireland, and 
also a list of such powers. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) If the hon. 
Member should see fit to move for a 
Return giving the names of the Depart- 
ments referred to I will offer no objection 
to its being granted. I could not, how- 
ever, undertake to give a list of the 
various powers which have been con- 
ferred on these Departments by numerous 
Acts of Parliament. 





repatriate them would 
probably lead to riot amongst them. 

(Answered by Vr. Churchill.) The 
number is 766. Lord Selborne’s opinion 
will be found in his telegram printed at 
page 5 of Cd. 3405. 

Allocation of the Transvaal Loan 

Sir F. BANBURY (City of London): 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if he will state the objects to 
which the £35,000,000 loan to the Trans- 
vaal, guaranteed by Great Britain, has 
been applied, showing what amounts 


have been allocated to each item of 
expenditure. 
(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The 


account up to 28th February last is as 
follows :— 
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Naval Pensions—Case of George Day. 


Mr. W. BENN (Tower Hamlets, St. 
George’s): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether his attention has 
been directed to the case of George Day, 
5,954 B, who from 1887 to 1896, and 
subsequently from 1897 to 1906, served 
in the Royal Naval Reserve, being dis- 
charged last year as medically unfit ; 


(Questions. 


and whether, in view of the fact that | 


{COMMONS} 





Day completed a term of twenty years’ | 


practically continuous service, he will say 
if he is entitled to a pension or gratuity. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) | 


Under the regulations continuity of 
grant of a pension or gratuity, and, even 
if Day’s service had been continuous, the 
period counting for pension or gratuity 
would be sixteen years as compared with 
the twenty years required. 


Pay and Duties of Admiralty Writing 
Staff. 


Mr. 
ask 


E. H. LAMB (Rochester): To 
the Secretary to the Admiralty 


whether, before the scheme of pay and | 


terms of employment of writers was 
approved, due inquiry was made into the 
duties performed by the writing stafis in 
all departments of the naval establish- 


| be he is 
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Mr. E. H. LAMB: To ask the Secre. 
tary to the Admiralty with reference to 
revised scheme of pay and terms of 
employment for writers, whether, in 
giving their decision regarding question 
of alteration of title, the Admiralty will 
take into consideration the fact that the 
present title is a misnomer and that an 
alteration, while involving no expense, 
would cause keen satisfaction to the men 
concerned ; and whether he is aware that 
however capable a principal writer may 
unable at present, in many 
departments, to rise above that grade, 
and seeing that the best interests of the 
service require that zeal and efficiency 


Questions. 


ae xs : shall be encouraged, and in order to 
service is a necessary condition for the | 


recognise meritorious service, he will 


| arrange thata proportion of the vacancies 


in the directing statf of store departments 
of the Admiralty shall be given to desery- 


|ing principal writers, on the recom- 


ments in which writers are employed | 


and also in all corresponding depart- 
ments at the Admiralty; and whether 
he will state on what grounds it is pro- 
posed not to continue establishment for 
the grade corresponding to first-class 


writer; and if, because of interchange- | 


ability of duties with another class, he 
will say on what grounds it is approved 
to continue two grades. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The Answer to the first part of the 
Question is in the affirmative. As 
regards the latter part, it was found that 
under the former scheme established and 
hired writers were performing similar 


work, the latter with less pay and little | 


or no prospect of establishment, which 
was the cause of much discontent. The 
new scheme provides for one class only ; 
but, in order to promote efficiency and 
give encouragement to good men, it was 
found necessary for administrative pur- 


mendation of the heads of their Depart- 
ments, observing that the principle of pro- 
motion from the lower to the higher 
positions obtains in the naval and military 
services. 


(Answered by Mr. Edinwnd Lobertson) 
The Answer to the first part of the 
Question is that the present title is 
considered the most suitable, having in 


view the nature of the duties to be 
performed. As regards the latter part 


of the Question, principal writers have, 
in exceptional cases, been selected to fill 
higher appointments ; but it is not pos- 
sible to lay down any general rule for 
the future. 


Relations in Postal Service 

Mr. DUNCAN SCHWANN (Cheshire, 
Hyde): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he can state the date upon which 
the regulations prohibiting the relatives 
of supervising officials being appointed at 
the same oftice were so modified as to 
exempt females ; whether the staff were 
informed of this alteration ; and whether, 
in view of the possibilities of favouritism, 
he will state the reason for the action. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buston.) The 
regulations, which were to some extent 
a matter of practice rather than of formal 
rule, were modified in 1903. No general 
notice was issued to the staff, but officers 


poses to divide the class into two grades. | likely to be affected are duly warned 
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upon appointment. The possibilities of 
favouritism are borne in mind, and ex- 
ceptional cases are dealt with on their 
merits. It is obviously more difficult for 
a young woman than for a young man to 
live away from home. 


Postage on Post cards from Cyprus to 
United Kingdom. 

Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether the 
charge for postage of post cards from 
Cyprus to the United Kingdom is one 
piastre (about 14 pence), while the charge 
for letters is only one penny and, if so, 
whether he will take immediate steps to 
remove this inequality. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
Cyprus Post Office is not under my 
control. Iam aware of the anomaly, and 
have reason to pelieve that the question 
of removing it is occupying the attention 
of the Colonial authorities. 


Seizure of Ammunition at Newcastle. 
Mr. THORNE (West Ham, 8.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the case of Joseph Hogarth, 
who was charged on remand at the 
Newcastle police court with having been 
in the unlawful possession of 25,000 
Mauser pistol cartridges and 6,500 Mauser 
rifle cartridges in a workshop occupied 
by him at 42, Leazes Park Road, New- 
castle; and whether, seeing that the 
magistrates ordered the confiscation of the 
cartridges without requiring proof that 
they were dangerous to the public, he 
proposes to take any action in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
The cartridges in question, being kept in 
an unauthorised place, were liable to 
forfeiture under Sections 5 and 39 of the 
Explosives Act, 1875, irrespective of 
their danger to the public. I do not 
therefore propose to take any action in 
the matter. 


Accommodation at Copley School, 
Halifax. 

Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans): To ask the President of the 
3oard of Education if he can state the 
present accommodation of the provided 
council school at Copley, Halifax, and 
the average roll and attendance during 


{16 May 1907} 
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the last year for which figures are 
available. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) — 





Mixed. |Infants. 


Recognised accommoda- 


tion 214 | 170 
tAverage attendance - | 124 61 


tAverage number on the 
registers 139 








Income Tax on Authors’ Royalties. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether money paid to authors who 
receive remuneration for their work 
wholly or in part by way of royalty will 
be regarded as earned or unearned income 
for the purpose of abatement of income- 
tax. 


(Ansuxred by Mr. Asquith.) The con- 
ditions of payment, which depend in each 
case on the terms of the particular 
contract, vary so much, that I do not 
think it would be possible to lay down 
any general rule which would be applic- 
able to all cases. Under the Finance 
Bill, as drafted (Clause 18 (7) (c), earned 
income is defined, as regards profits 
assessable under Schedule D, into which 
category these royalties fall, as any 
income which “is immediately derived 
by the individual from the carrying on or 
exercise by him of his profession, trade, 
or vocation.” Whether, and how far, an 
author's receipts from royalties should be 
regarded as being immediately derived 
from the exercise of his vocation of 
authorship, or to have become an income 
from property in the copyright, will have 
to be determined, as a matter of fact, 
according to the circumstances of the 
particular case. 


Irish Council Bill—Powers of the Eight 
Departments. 

Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): To ask 

the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 

tenant of Ireland if he will lay upon the 

Table of the House a Return showing 

the powers of the eight Departments 


+ For the year ending 3lst December, 1906. 
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specified in Clause 2, subsection (2) (a), | 
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Departments is a matter of moment ; they 


which are to be transferred to the Ca | are all under the control of the Lord- 


of the council under the Irish Council | 
Bill; also showing the powers of the 
authorities specified in the third schedule 
to the same Bill. 


(Answere d by Mr. Birrell.) The powers 
and duties of the Departments and 
authorities referred to are set forth in 
various statutes, the interpretation of 
which rests in the last resort with Courts 
of Law. I do not think it desirable that 
I should undertake to lay a Return 
purporting to give an authoritative state- 
ment of these powers and duties. 


Powers of the Irish Privy Council. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether it is proposed, 
and, if so, when and how, to confer upon 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council in Ireland the jurisdiction to 
issue writs of certiorari, mandamus, and 
prohibition for the purpose of enabling it 
to exercise the powers conferred on it by 
Clause 17 of the Irish Councils Bill. 


(Answered hy Mr. Birrell.) The 
Judicial Committee referred to in Clause 


17 of the Bill is the Judicial Committee | 
of the} 


of the Privy Council, and not 
Privy Council in Ireland. There is no 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
in Ireland, save for the purpose of hearing 
appeals under Section 10 (3) (d) of The 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898. 


Irish Council Bill and Irish Boards. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH : 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland which of the eight 
Departments whose powers it is proposed 
to transfer to the Irish Council, with the 
exception of the inspector of reformatory 
schools, is a Department of, or has its 
ottices in, or adjacent to, Dublin Castle ; 


Lieutenant or the Chief Secretary. I 
have not found it necessary, for the 
purposes of the Bill, to inquire how m: ny 
Boards or Departments there may be i 
England, nor does the question appear to 
have any important bearing on the 
matter. 


New Irish Council—Power of 
Lord-Lieutenant. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, if it is pro- 
posed to empower the Lord-Lieutenant 
to call for a resolution from the new 
Council; whether, if anxious to revise 
his decision, he may recall a resolution 
which has already been before him ; and 
whether he may take independent action 
to prevent public or private injury in the 
event of no resolution being submitted 
to him by the Council. 


(Answer d by Mr. Birre Il.) The eight 
Departments mentioned in Clause 2 (2) (a) 
of the Bill will, subject to directions that 
may be given to them by “esolutions of 


the Council, continue to exercise their 
administrative functions. The manner 
in which the resolutions are to be com- 


municated to the Lord-Lieutenant and 
the Departments will be prescri»ed by 
the general rules, Clause 21 (2). As 
regards the last part of the Question, | 


would refer the noble Lord to Clause 3 


| (2) of the Bill. 


To ask | 


are the Boards or Departments carrying | 


on administrative business in Ireland 
more or less numerous than the similar 
Boards or Departments in England ; and 


how many of them are common to both 
| 


countries. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) There is no 
proposal to transfer any powers of the 
eight Departments and authorities named 
in Clause 2 (2) (a) of the Bill. 


I am not | 
aware that the local habitation of these | 


Action of Mr. Crozier, J.P., of Blacklion. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, whether he is aware that one 
William Scales, who had sent four calves 
to graze on the farms of Mr. Taylor, of 
Blacklion, was called upon by Mr. Crozier, 
of Blacklion, a justice of the peace, to 
withdraw his stock and have no further 
dealings with Taylor; and whether he 
will consider the advisability of calling 
the attention of the Lord Chancellor to 
the conduct of this magistrate. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 am not 
aware that Mr. Crozier has acted as 
stated in the first part of the Question, 
and there is not, therefore, any necessity 
for adopting the course indicated in the 
concluding paragraph of the Question. 
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Irish Council Representation. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.) : | 

To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 

Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will say 

whether the representation allocated to 

counties in Ireland in the Irish Council 
Bill is based on population or area. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell). 1 beg to 
refer to my printed Answer to a similar 
Question put by the hon. Member for 
South Kilkenny yesterday. 


New Army Scheme—Financial Liability 
of County Association. 

CoLONEL LONG (Worcestershire, Eve- 
sham): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether under the new Territorial 
Forces scheme the county associations 
will require to raise any funds by volun- 
tary subscription or from the rates, or 
whether the funds provided by the 
Government will cover all costs of keep- 
ing the new national Territorial Army 
thoroughly efficient ; and whether seeing 
that the grants from Government are to 
be paid partly on results, it will be 
necessary for the county associations to 
raise working capital to commence with. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
The Government grants are intended to 
provide all that is necessary for efficiency. 
As regards the last part of the Question, 
it is probable that advances will be made 
on imprest, the necessary adjustment 
being made on the efficiency return being | 
certified and checked. 


Inducement to Militiamen to join Special 
Contingent. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it 
is proposed to offer any, and, if so, what 
inducement to join the nucleus third 
battalions or special contingent to recruits 
or men serving in the present Militia, 
respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The question of offering a bonus to 
Militiamen to induce them to join the 
special contingent is now under con- 
sideration. 


Volunteers—Special Contingent. 
Mr. COURTHOPE : To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether trained 
Volunteers who enlist in the nucleus | 
third battalion or special contingent will | 


T See (4) Debates, clxxiv., 933. 
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| join as recruits ; or whether their previous 
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training will be taken into account. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The previous training of Volunteers who 
enlist into the nucleus third battalions 
will be taken into account when the 
amount of training they will have to 
undergo is determined. 


Trained Volunteers of the new Territorial 
Army. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: To ask the Sec- 
retary of State for War, whether trained 
Volunteers who have retired will be 
permitted to join the Territorial Army 
as trained men in the same way as they 
are at present permitted to rejoin the 
Volunteers. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
These persons will be permitted to join 
the Territorial Force subject to any 
special condition, such as regards age, 
etc., which it may be found necessary to 
impose. 


Barracks without Accommodation for 

Royal Army Temperance Association. 

Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS (Lincoln) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War, 
if he will give the names of the barracks 
in the United Kingdom in which no 
rooms for the accommodation of the 
Royal Army Temperance Association are 
provided. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Huldane.) 
I am taking steps to ascertain what 
barracks have not got accommodation for 
the Royal Army Temperance Association, 
and will send my honourable iriend a 
copy of the return. 


40th Brigade Royal Field Artillery— 
Compensation for Expenses incurred 
under Orders now cancelled. 

Mr. HARRIS (Tower Hamlets, Step- 
ney): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the fact that, 
after receiving definite orders to proceed 
on the 23rd May from Gravesend to 
Glasgow, the 40th Brigade of the 
Royal Field Artillery have, within a 
fortnight of that date, had these orders 


| cancelled, he will say whether compensa- 


tion will be paid to those married officers 
who, relying on the first order, have 
taken houses in Glasgow or have in- 
curred other expenses in consequence of 
these instructions. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
There is no provision under the regula- 
lations for compensation in such cases, 
which I regret must be regarded as an 
incidence of the service. 


Labourers’ Pay at Woolwich Arsenal. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he is aware that the labourers at Wool- 
wich Arsenal were guaranteed a minimum 
rate of 23s., and that they are now called | 
upon to lose some part of this wage ; and 
what steps he proposes to take to prevent 
any encroachment upon the wages of the 
most poorly paid men in the Royal 
Arsenal. 





(Anse red by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The fall of wages below the minimum | 
is due to the working of short time 
voluntarily adopted by workmen at Wool- 
wich in order to reduce the number of | 
discharges. No guarantee, such as is'| 
suggested in the Question, has ever been | 
made as regards an irreducible minimum. 
The Ordnance Factories rules distinctly 
provide that no concession can be made 
as regards loss of pay due to the closing 
of a factory in conformity with local 
custom or to suit the convenience of the 
majority of the men. 


Cavalry Barracks for Scotland. 
Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War what steps he is taking 
towards the building of cavalry barracks 
in Scotland. 


(Ans vered by Mr. Secretary Haldane) : 
I am sorry that Iam not yet in a position 
to make any statement on this subject. 


Extension of Scottish Small Landholders | 
Bill to England. 

Masor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: To 
ask the Prime Minister whether he 
intends to bring ina Bill to extend the 
provisions of the Small Landholders 
(Scotland) Bill, as regards fixity of tenure, 
compulsory hiring, and a_ revaluation 
every seven years, to England in the near 
future. 


Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man): I would suggest that the hon. and 
gallant Member should await the intro- 
duction of the English Small Holdings 
Sill. 
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Mr. SCARISBRICK (Dorsetshire, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty what is the number of torpedoes to 
be manufactured for the Admiralty 
during the present financial year; and 
how many will be made at Woolwich, and 
how many by Messrs. Whiteheads of 
Weymouth. 


THE SECRETARY To THE ADMIR 
ALTY (Mr. Epmunp Ropertson, Dun- 
dee): The number of torpedoes to be 
manufactured during the present financial 
year is dependent on the torpedo 


| armament of the submarine boats, which 


has not yet been definitely decided. The 
proportion of torpedoes given respectively 
to Woolwich and Messrs. Whitehead wil] 
probably be three to one. 


Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): Is 
that the proportion usually allotted / 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
think it is. 


Training Youths at Sea. 

Mr. BEAUCHAMP (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether 120 youths 
from “Ganges II.” were, early in 
January, sent to two of the battleships of 
the Nore Division of the Home Fleet; 


| whether they form part of the comple- 


ment; and whether he can state the 
total number of hours spent at sea by 
these two battleships since the youths 
were drafted into them. 


Mr, EDMUND ROBERTSON : 119 


| youths were drafted to His Majesty's 


Ships “ Magrificent ” and “ Victorious ” 
in January last; and these ships have 
since then spent at sea 196 hours and 
seventy-six and a half hours respec- 
tively. Although I deprecate inquiries 
into minute details regarding the com- 
plements of His Majesty’s ships, I may 
say on this occasion that these youths 
belong to the complement of the ships 
referred to, being largely in substitution 
for boys borne in the normal seagoing 
complement. 


Empire Day. 
Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
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whether he will give instructions that | 
the British flag be flown on the new War | 
Office building on Empire Day, 24th 
May. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden; for Mr. HALDANE): As the 
hon. and gallant Member was informed 
last year, the date in question is not one 
of the days on which a flag is ordered to | 
be flown at the War Office. 


CapTatin CRAIG asked if the Secretary 
of State would not have it done this 
year. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE said his right hon. 
friend did not propose at present to add | 
to the number of days on which the flag 
was flown at the War Office. 


War Department Land at Hilsea. 

Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if his attention has been called to the 
advertisement in the local papers at 
Portsmouth relating to the letting by 
public tender of nearly 400 acres of War 
Department land at Hilsea in seven lots, 
in which it is stated that intending 
applicants may tender for any or all or 
any combination of the holdings ; if it is 
his intention, as far as possible, to let 
these lots to separate tenants in preference 
to letting the whole to one or two persons 
only, and so carry out the policy of the 
Government of dividing up Crown lands 
into small holdings ; and whether he will 
ascertain, by public advertisement, if 
there is a distinct demand in the 
neighbourhood for small allotments, and, 
if so, divide up and let some of the land 
mentioned in that manner. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (for Mr. HALDANE) : 
It is intended to let the seven lots in 
question separately. It must be pointed 
out that War Department land differs 
from Crown lands in respect of the | 
purposes for which it may be required, 
and it is considered essential that War | 
Deparment land should only be let upon | 
terms which admit of re-occupation with- 
out difficulty. 


Mr. BRAMSDON: Can I have an 
Answer to the last part of the Question 4 
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let the lands under conditions admitting 
of re-occupation without difficulty. There 
would therefore be no advantage in 
advertising as suggested. 


Sandhurst Cadets—Delay in Gazetting. 
Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


| War whether his attention has been 


called to the fact that some months 


| frequently elapse between the departure 


of a cadet from Sandhurst and _ his 
appointment to a regiment ; and whether 
he will consider the advisability of 
shortening this time as much as possible 
in the interest of the cadets themselves. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (for Mr. HALDANE) : 
Owing to the disbandment of infantry 
battalions and the necessity for absorbing 


| the supernumerary subalterns, some un- 


avoidable delay recently occurred in 
gazetting the Sandhurst cadets. As a 
general rule every effort is made to 
shorten the time between the departure 
of the cadet from the Royal Military 
College and the date of his gazetting. 


Army Pay. 

*CaptaAiN FABER (Hampshire, And- 
over): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will state 
what pay men will receive on joining the 
third battalions of infantry under the new 
scheme ; and what reserve pay the same 
men will receive when passing into the 
special contingent. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (for Mr. HALDANE) : 
It is proposed that the pay of the special 
contingent when called up for training 
shall be on the scale of that of the Regular 
Army, and that their reserve pay shall 
approximate to the bounties now given 
to the Militia. 


The Yeomanry. 

Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether it is proposed by the 
Army Council that the Yeomanry should 
still be armed and trained with the 
bayonet, in view of the fact that, under 
the new Territorial Army scheme, they 
are to undertake the duties of cavalry ; 
and whether orders will be issued at once 


| abolishing the bayonet as a weapon for 


Mr. J. A. PEASE: The Answer is in | 
the negative. The War Office can only 


the Yeomanry, in order that the time 
now spent in training men to the use of 
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this weapon may be better utilised in 


making them acquainted with weapons 
more suitable to a cavalry soldier. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (for Mr. HALDANE) : 
No decision has been come to on this 
point. 


New Territorial Force Estimates. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): I 
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beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 


War when he proposes to lay upon the 
Table the revised Estimates and Memo- 
randa about the Territorial Forces. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (for Mr. HALDANE) : 
This Paper will be laid on the Table 
before the date of the Committee stage 
of the Bill. 


Indian Land Tax. 
Mr. C. J. ODONNELL (Newington, 


Walworth): I beg to ask the Secre- | 
tary of State for India whether 
the instructions contained in _ the 


letter of the Supreme Government, 
No. 397, of 31st May, 1888, sanctioning 
in the Central Provinces 60 per cent. on 
all holdings, and 65 per cent. on some, 
as the proportion of net profit to be 
assigned as the Government share to land 
revenue are still in force; and whether, 
seeing that the land revenue of the 
Punjab has increased to £1,925,000 in 
the past year from £1,500,000 in 1891, 
in which year the Financial Commissioner 
of the Punjab declared that in many 
areas quite half the agriculturists were 
already ruined beyond redemption, he 
will refer the question as to how far this 
increase of 30 per cent. in fifteen years is 
justified to an independent Committee to 
he appointed by him. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or 


STATE ror INDIA (Mr. CHARLES 
Hosuovuss, Bristol, E.): The rule at 


present in force in the Central Pro- 
vineces is that the assessment should 
not be less than 50 per cent. of the 
assets, and should not exceed 60 per 
cent. ; but in exceptional cases, if the 
existing assessment has hitherto ex- 
ceeded 65 per cent. and been paid with- 
out difficulty, it is provided that the 
assessment shall be fixed at 65 per cent. 
In settlements made in recent years, the 
assessment has been less than 50 per 
cent. of the rental. In his Answer to 
the hon. Member’s Question of the 13th 
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May,7 the Secretary of State explained 
the causes for the increase of land 
revenue in the Punjab, and he also 
pointed out that the cases of indebted 
agriculturists reported by Mr. Thorburn 
were not attributed by him to the 
pressure of the land assessment. The 
Secretary of State sees no sufficient 
reason for an inquiry such as is proposed. 


Mr. C. J. ODONNELL: Is it a fact 
that there is alsoa very heavy tax on 
the supply of water in the Punjab, which 
greatly increases the land tax ? 


*Mr. HOBHOUSE: The charge for 


water in connection with irrigation 
schemes falls particularly on certain land, 
but not in connection with the land 
assessment. 


Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
May I ask whether it is not the case that 
the scale of assessment which has just 
been referred to is very much smalle: 
than that which was levied by previous 
Governments in India, and whether the 
increase in the land revenue of the Punjab 
is not small compared with the increase 
of prosperity resulting from these great 
irrigation works ? 


*Mr. HOBHOUSE: It has always been 
held by the native rulers in India that 
they have the power of assessing the land 
for taxation in the way we assess it at 
present. It is also unquestionably a fact 
that our assessment for land revenue is 
anything from 15 to 30 per cent. of the 
assets lower than that of the native 
rulers who were there before our time. 


Mr. C. J. ODONNELL: Would it not 
be advisable to have this reply as the 
result of an independent inquiry? I 
entirely deny the accuracy of every 
statement. 


Arrest of a Basuto Chief. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he has 
official information of the arrest in Natal 
on the 13th instant of Mr. Josiah Gumede, 
who was one of the deputation of Basuto 
chiefs who recently laid their petition 
before the Colonial Office, and returned 
to South Africa last month at the 


t See (4) Debates, clxxiv., 577. 
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repeated request of Lord Elgin; and if | 
so, what is the charge against Mr. | 
(iumede ; and if he has no information 
will he inquire by cable. 


UNDERSECRETARY oF 
STATE For THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): No, 
Sir. Inquiry has already been made by 
cable. 


THE 


The Imperial Conference. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies a Question of which I 
have given him private notice, whether 
he has seen a statement as to the account 
in a daily paper of an unfortunate 
incident at the Colonial Conference, of 
which he said “it is from beginning to 
end a baseless and impudent fabrica- 
tion” ; whether his attention has been 
called to the following denial in the same 
paper to-day: ‘Immediately after Mr. 
Churchill’s statement had been delivered 
in the House of Commons, a special 
correspondent of the Jaily Mail proceeded | 
to Bristol and saw Sir Robert Bond, | 
who, on being questioned, admitted that 
the statement published in yesterday’s 
Daily Mail was substantially correct ” ; 
and what steps the right hon. Gentleman 
intends to take to remedy what seems to 
be an unfair slur on two of his colleagues 
sitting behind him. 





Mr. CHURCHILL: I have seen the 
statement referred to, but I have also 
seen a very much longer detailed state- 
ment by Sir Robert Bond, which appears | 
entirely to contradict it, and which also 
appears in the Daily Mail. Sir Robert 
Bond is out of town to-day, so I have 
not had an opportunity of asking him 
which of the opinions attributed to him | 
he holds by; but if I were asked to 
express an opinion I should say that the 
statement attributed to him by the | 
Duily Mail is another misrepresentation | 
from the same mint. 


Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham) asked the Prime Minister, as Presi- 
dent of the Imperial Conference, whether 
it was the fact that Siz Robert Bond’s 
speech at Tuesday’s sitting of the Imperial 
Conference lasted for upwards of an hour, 
and why the précis of that speech was | 
condensed into four lines. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: The Prime 


Questions. 


Minister is not President of the Con- 
ference. The regulation appointing him 


President will not come into force till 
a future Conference. Perhaps I may be 
allowed to say that Sir Robert Bond 
handed in a long report of his speech, 
and it was agreed by the Conference 
that it should be printed in eztenso in the 
verbatim Reports, which will be shortly 
laid before Parliament. 


Viscount TURNOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman does not appear to have 
understood the point of the Question— 
why it is that a speech which lasted 
for upwards of an hour was condensed 
into four lines, and why different treat- 
ment is meted out to different speakers 
in the précis of the Conference. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No different 
treatment is meted out to different 
speakers. I do not think it would have 
been of very great use or value if a long 
and complex statement, which is shortly 
to be published in toto, had been reduced 
to the compass of a short summary, 


| especially considering that the question 


of the Newfoundland fisheries raises 


matters touching foreign affairs. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: When will the 
verbatim Report be ready ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I should think it 
would be ready when the House meets 
after the holidays. 


Japanese Bounties in Korea. 

Sirk F. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he has 
any ofticial information showing that the 
Japanese Government are subsidising 
cotton goods shipped to Korea; and, 
if so, can he say to what extent it is 


being done. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
GREY, Northumberland, Berwick): The 
reply is in the negative. I may add also 
that some months ago a complete denial 
was given ry the Japanese authorities 
concerned to a statement published in 
the Press that cotton goods exported 
from Japan to Korea were to receive 
certain advantages, including special 
freight terms. 
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Truro-Helston Division—Land Tax 
Commissioners. 
Mr. HAY MORGAN (Cornwall, 


I beg to ask the Secretary to 


Truro) : 
his attention has 


the Treasury whether 
been called to the fact that, 
the Land Tax Commissioners Act, 
1906, expressly states that the Treasury 
shall cause notice to be given to 
each Commissioner of all meetings of 
the Commissioners of the county, etc., 
the clerk to the Land Tax Commis- 
sioners in the Truro-Helston Division of 
Cornwall has failed to notify many of the 
Commissioners of meetings which have 
been held since that Act came into 
operation ; and whether he will take 
such steps as will ensure obedience to 
the provisions of the Act. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, 
Dewsbury): I am informed that in the 
West Kerrier Division (in which Helston 
is situated) the provisions of the Act 
have been duly carried out. In the 
West Powder Division, however (which 
includes the city of Truro), the procedure 
prescribed by the Act does not appear to 
have been followed. This is doubtless 
due to some misapprehension on the part 
of the clerk to the Commissioners, and 


I have asked the Board of Inland 
Revenue to call his attention to the 
matter. 


Local Government Board—Assistant 
Clerk’s Pension. 

Mr. THORNE (West Ham, 8 [beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he is aware that in 
January last a senior assistant clerk, of 
uniformly good character, was compelled 
to resign from his pi griae nt in conse- 
qt 
ing him incapable for 
any employment whatever ; that, 
to the deduction on account ‘of pension of 
half his unestablished service rendered as 
a writer, he has, after thirty-one years 


continuous clerical service, been awarded 
a pens ion amounting to only about 16s. | 


per week; and whether, seeing that 
under Section 3 of the Superannuation 
Act of 1887, it was within the power of 
the Treasury to grant this officer the 
benefit of the whole of his continuous 
service which merged into established 
service, and in view of the fact that this 
officer’s duties in both bis unestablished | 


{COMMONS} 


although | 


uence of paralysis of the brain, render- | 
life of following | 
owing | 
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| and established capacities were exactly 
similar, he will take steps to secure a 
revision of the pension and the calculation 
thereof on the basis of entire service, as ig 
‘done in the case of Customs boatmen, 
established messengers, and certain other 
classes whose temporary service is 
followed by established service. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The decision of 
the Treasury was in accordance with 
their invariable practice in calculating the 
pensions of assistant clerks or abstractors, 
| who have previously been rem 3 rary 
copy ists, and I regret that, notwithstand. 
ing the distressing circumstances of this 
case, it is not possible to make it an 
exception. For the reason why in these 
cases only half the temporary service is 
reckoned for pension I may refer the hon. 
Member to the Answers given by my 
predecessor to similar Questions on 26th 
March and 17th May, 1906.7 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : Is it not 
possible for the Tre asury to grant a com- 


+hic 7 


passionate allowance in a case like this ! 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : 


I fear it is not 


Camberwell Infirmary. 
Mr. REES : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board what 
| was the total cost of the new infirmary 
| and guardians’ offices at Camierwel! 


| THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
|GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Joy 
Bu RNS, Battersea): The total! cost of 
the infirmary was £183,957, and of the 
ottices £21,799. 

Mr. REES: Are these not exceedingly 


) 


high figures 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Without further 
information I should say that they were 
| generous. 
| 
| Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 


much does the cost of 


Appleby) : How 


the infirmary work out per bed 





Mr. JOHN BURNS: I am seeking 


details. 


Mr. REES: Will the right hon. 


| Gentleman extend to the ratepayers of 





t See (4) Debates, civ., $45; elvil, 631. 
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Camberwell the protection promised to 
Hammersmith ! 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I hope we are 
extending that protection everywhere. 


Local Taxation Grant-in-Aid. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
what was the administrative cost of the 
Local Government Board in England for 
the years 1903, 1904, 1905, and 1906 
respectively ; and what amount was paid 
to it in each year for the relief of local 
taxation. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Perhaps I may 
answer this Question. The administra- 
tive cost of the Department for the years 
referred to varied from, in round numbers, 
£218,000 to £227,000, and the amounts 
paid to the Board for the relief of local 
taxation in each of these years was 
upwards of £8,000,000, I will send the 
hon. Member a statement giving the 
particulars for each year. 


Education Grants. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
what amounts of money were paid out of 
he Consolidated Fund or out of Revenue 
for the purpose of primary education in 
England during the years 1901, 1902, 
1903, 1904, and 1905, respectively. 


t 
u 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): I will send my hon. 
friend a statement giving, so far as 
possible, the information he requires or, if 
he prefers it, I will circulate it with the 
Votes. 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE: Will it be 


circulated to-morrow ? 


Mr. MCKENNA: I do not think that 
is possible. I will issue it as soon as | 
can. 


Medical Inspection of School Children. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Education if his attention 
has been called to the evidence given 
before the Departmental Committee on 
the Medical Inspection of School Children, 
showing that the existing methods of 
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inspection, as conducted by the local edu- 
cational authorities in England, lack 
uniformity and co-ordination, and are, in 
many instances, of little value; and 
whether he proposes to issue, for the 
guidance of these authorities and their in- 
spectors, a memorandum of suggestions 
and make a request for annual reports 
under certain specific headings to test the 
adequacy of the inspection. 


Mr. MCKENNA: I think there can 
be no doubt that when the Administrative 
Provisions Bill becomes law, some guid- 
ance and advice from the Board of Educa- 
tion asto the methods of inspection and the 
classification of results will be necessary. 
How to secure the maximum of advantage 
from a general system of medical inspec- 
tion consistently with securing the 
smooth working of the scheme and the 
co-operation of local authorities is a 
matter which requires and is receiving 
careful consideration, but I am not yet 
in a position to make any statement. 


Education Department Medical Officers. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Education in what capacity the two 
medical men are attached tothe Board ot 
Education ; and whether he proposes to 
assign to them definite medical duties, 
and make them directly responsible to 
himself and not to the permanent head 
of the Department. 


Mr. MCKENNA: The two officers in 
question hold the post of His Majesty's 
Inspector of Schools, and it is mainly on 
their advice that the Board act in deal- 
ing with schools for afflicted children and 
other matters where technical medical 
knowledge is especially necessary. I see 
no reason for introducing such an innova- 
tion in the organisation of a Government 
Department as my hon. friend suggests 
in the last paragraph of his Question. 


Scottish Education Department Reports. 

Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
he can say when the Annual Reports of 
the Scottish Education Departments will 
be published ; and will he see that they 
are circulated two or three days before 
the Vote comes on. 


THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. THomas 
Suaw, Hawick Burghs): My right hon. 
2R 
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friend has asked me to reply. The 
annual general Report of the Department 
will be presented to Parliament in the 
course of the next few days. Most of 


Questions. 


the subsidiary reports comprised in the | 


Appendix to the Report have already 
been published, and I have every expecta- 
tion that all the reports will be circulated 
in good time for any discussion on the 
Vote. 


Scottish Local Government Reports. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland whether he can say 
when the Annual Reports of the Fishery 
Board, the Local Government Board, the 


Congested Districts Board, and the 
Crofters Commission (Scotland) will be 


published ; and will he see that they are 
circulated some days before the Votes 
come on. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW : The Crofters 
Commission Report has already been 
issued, The other reports are in the hands 
of the printers and the extreme importance 
of early issue has been pressed upon them. 
it is hoped they will be in the hands of 


Members some days before Supply is 
taken. 
Scottish Slaughter Houses. 
Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College): I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland if his 


attention has been called to the unani- 
mous recommendation of the Convention 
of Royal Burghs of Scotland that private 
slaughter-houses should be abolished and 
public abattoirs substituted ; and if he 
will take steps, in view of that recom- 
mendation, to carry out the suggestion. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: When the 
inquiry now in progress is completed the 
recommendation reterred to by my hon. 
friend will receive careful consideration. 


Inspection of Carcases of Swine. 

Mr. WATT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if he will see that all 
carcases of swine slaughtered in Ireland 
for export to Scotland are inspected in 
accordance with the recommendation of 
the Local Government Board, namely, | 
that the presence of tubercular deposit in 
any degree should involve seizure of the 
whole carcase and organs; and, if the 
earcases and organs cannot be inspected 
by competent inspectors in Treland, will 
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he take steps to prevent the flesh heing 
sold in Scotland tor human food. 


Questions. 


Mr. SHAW : With regard to the first 
part of my hon. friend’s Question, I must 
ask him to apply to the Chief Secret: ry 
for Ireland. With regard to the second 
part it is not proposed to alter the system 
established by the Public Health Act, 
1897. 


Diseased Meat in Glasgow Market. 

Mr. WATT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if his attention has been 
called to the fact that on the 18th and 
20th February last forelegs of chilled beef 
were seized in Glasgow Meat Market on 
the stance of the agent of one of the 
largest meat exporters in the United 
States ; that these forelegs were stamped 
U.S. inspected and passed; that they 
showed tubercular nodules and, on 
incision, glandular invasion ; and if he 
will say what steps the Local Government 
Board have taken to prevent importation 
of meat in such condition into Seotland. 


Mr. SHAW: I have received no 
official information with regard to the 
facts mentioned by my hon. friend. The 
Local Government Board for Scotland 
have no power to prevent the importation 
of meat from any country. The present 
system of inspection authorised by Section 
{3 of the Public Health (Scotland) Act. 
1897, is,if properly administered, sutlicient 
to protect the consumer of foreign meat, 
as 1s shown by the seizure of the meat in 
the case referred to. 


United Irish League and the Estates 
Commissioners. 


CapTAIn CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether he is aware that 
at the last monthly meeting of the 
executive committee of the North Ros- 
common Branch of the United Irish 


League, at which representatives from 
the local branches of Boyle, Crossna, 
Drumlion, Creeve, Aughrim, Croghan, 
Ballinameen, Kilgass, Kilmore, Bally- 
broughter-and-Kilmaryal, Rooskey - and- 
| Tarmonbarry, and Killina were present, 
the chairman stated that the United Irish 
League had achieved a great victory 
quite recently over the Estates Commis- 
sioners, who held a certain complement 
of grazing land around Boyle about which 





th 


an 
Fs 
ar 
tal 
ow 


IR 
Ex 
me 
Qu 
ha’ 
wh 
Est 
acr 
the 
not 
of t 
the 
S@a: 
ges 
gra 
will 
Occl 
bou 
mit 
COU 
intl 
Iris 
the 
Que 


C 
Chie 
of Ih 
diar 
in | 
mon 
Mrs. 
burn 
Tavl 
ottice 
1906 
Birr, 


more 


rst 
Ist 
Ty 
nd 
om 
ct, 


re- 
en 
nd 
ef 
on 
he 
ed 
ed 
ey 
on 
he 


On 


no 
he 
he 

7 
nd 
on 


id- 
nt, 
ish 
ry 
11s- 
ont 
ich 





1105 (Juestions. 
they had sent out notices of their inten- 
tion to let by auction under the eleven 
months’ system, which intention was 
successfully frustrated by the Boyle 
branch of the United Irish League ; will 
he say whether the Boyle Board of 
Guardians have since appointed three 
men to act as trustees over the land in 
question ; whether the Government intend 
to take action in the matter or to allow 
the United Irish League to have complete 
control in the county of Roscommon ; 
and whether he is aware that Mr. James 
Fagan at the same meeting stated that 
around Elphin all had surrendered their 
takes, with the exception of one or two, 
owing to the intimidation practised by the 
United Irish League. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, 
Exchange) : The police authorities inform 
me that the meeting referred to in the 
Question was held within doors, and they 
have no information as to the language 
which may have been used at it. The 
Estates Commissioners hold seventy 
acres of untenanted land near Boyle, for 
the division of which arrangements have 
not yet been made. 
of this land the Commissioners advertised 
the letting of the grazing for the present 
season, but subsequently, upon the sug- 


gestion of their inspector, they let the | 


grazing toa local committee of three, who 


will arrange to take in cattle of the 


occupiers of small holdings in the neigh- | 
: | are 


bourhood. The names of the local com- 
mittee were suggested by the district 
council. The Commissioners were not 
influenced in the matter by the United 
Irish League and have no knowledge of 
the referred to in the 
Question. 


proceedings 


Incendiary Fires in King’s County. 

Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his Return of incen- 
diary fires affecting Protestant property 
in King’s County within the last six 
months included property belonging to 
Mrs. Studholme, of Ballyegan House, Birr, 
burned 8th October, 1906; Mr. Thomas 
Taylor, Cumberland Street, Birr, out- 
otlices and hay on farm, 3rd November, 
1806; Major Bennett, Grange, Clareen, 
Birr, March, 1907, and Mr. Cox, Temple- 
more, March, 1907, all Protestants. 
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Mr. CHERRY: My right hon. friend 
has not furnished any Return on this 
subject, but he stated, in reply to a 
(Juestion put by the hon. Member on 17th 
April, that four cases of incendiary fire in 
King’s County had been reported within 
the past six months. The only case out 
of those mentioned in the Question which 
was included in that number was the case 
of burning Major Bennett’s stables. The 
burning of Mrs. Studholme’s hay shed is 
believed to have been accidental, and in 
any case it did not occur within the 
period. The burning of Mr. Taylor's 
out-house was clearly accidental. The 
residence of Sir Hawtrey Cox at Temple- 
more was burnt on 10th March. This 
case also appears to have been one of 
accident. Templemore is in Tipperary, 
and not, as the Question assumes, in 
King’s County. 


Questions. 


Exports of Irish Cattle. 
Caprain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can state the number of 
cattle exported from Ireland to Great 
Britain during the past year, and the 
average value per head. 


Mr. CHERRY: The numbers of cattle 
exported in 1906 from Ireland to Great 
Britain, including the Isle of Man, were 
as follows: Fat cattle, 240,617 ; stores, 
474,230; calves, 55,537; other cattle, 
5,897 ; total, 776,281. The average prices 
estimated as follows: Fat cattle, 
£15 lls. 8d.; stores, £10 15s. 2d.; 
calves, £4 16s. 0d. The cattle returned 
as “other cattle ” were old cattle, and of 
very low value. 


Dundrum Bridge Scheme. 

Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the sympa- 
thetic attitude of the late Chief Secretary 
towards the scheme of erecting a bridge 
connecting Dundrum with Redmond’s 
Point, Ballykinlar, county Down, and the 
general desire of the farming class in that 
locality for such means of communication 
with Dundrum market, he will consult 
the various Departments concerned, in- 
cluding the War Office, with the object 


of obtaining plans, specification, and 


| estimates of the cost of the work. 
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Mr. CHERRY: I would refer to the 
Answer given by Mr. Bryce to the Ques- 
tion put by the hon. and gallant Member 
on 10th July last.; Atthat time the De- 
partments concerned, including the War 
Office, were communicated with, and it 
was decided, after careful consideration, 
that there would be no justification for 
incurring expenditure from State funds 
upon the project. In the circumstances 
the Government do not think that any 
useful purpose would be served by re- 
opening the matter. 


Questions. 


Captain CRAIG: Is it not the fact 
that all classes in this district are unani- 
mous in the desire for this bridge ? 


Mr. CHERRY : That may be so; but 
it is a matter for the county council 
rather than for the Government. 


Captain CRAIG: How about the 
War Office ? Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man apply to that Department ? 


Mr. CHERRY: I have given the 
answer of the War Office, and I do not 
think it is worth while to worry them 
again. 


Gort Rural Assessment. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the district council of Gort 
asked the county council of Galway for 
a list containing the names of the rate- 
payers who asked the county council to 
instruct the reviser of valuations to revise 
a number of holdings in the Gort rural 
district in December last ; and whether, 
in view of the refusal of the county 
council to comply with the request, he 
will direct the Local Government Board 
to communicate with the county council, 
for the purpose of having the council 
furnish to the ratepayers in the Gort dis- 
trict the information asked for. 


Mr. CHERRY: The Local Govern- 
ment Board are aware that the Galway 
County Council have declined to give the 
information asked for upon the ground 
that they regard it as confidential. The 
Board have no powers in the matter and 
cannot, therefore, require the council to 
give the information. 


+ See (4) Debates, clx., 729. 
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Belfast Dock Labourers’ Strike. 

Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) ; 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the strike of 
dock labourers at Belfast organised to 
compel the Belfast Steamship Company 
to discharge certain of their workmen 
who decline to join a particular trade 
union ; whether he is aware that, although 
the local police authorities were formally 
warned by the company that a breach of 
the peace was to be feared, adequate steps 
to maintain the peace were not taken by 
them and that, in consequence, the York 
Dock was on fire at 4 p.m. on the 11th 
May, while the labourers engaged by the 
company to carry on the work of their 
vessels were subjected to violence by the 
strikers, as the result of which some of 
these labourers have been seriously in- 
jured ; whether any, and, if so, what, 
instructions or suggestions had been 
previously sent to the police with reference 
to their action on these occasions ; and 
whether he will take immediate steps to 
ensure such protection to the company’s 
workers at Belfast as shall enable their 
lawful employment to be carried on in 
that city without the risk of further 
personal violence. 


Mr. CHERRY: This matter is receiy- 
ing careful attention. The quays of 
Belfast harbour are policed by the Har- 
bour Commissioners’ Police. On the 9th 
instant, however, before any disturbance 
occurred, the Belfast Steamship Company 
asked for assistance from the Royal Irish 
Constabulary, and a force of about 300 
men has since been employed day and 
night at the scene. Some rubbish and a 
bale of hay were found to be on fire at 
the York Dock onthe 11th instant. The 
fire was at once extinguished; the 
damage was trifling, and no other injury 
has been committed. When one of the 
company’s vessels carrying imported 
labourers was going down the river, 
lumps of coal were thrown by labourers 
on other vessels. None of the labourers 
were hit, but one of the crew was slightly 
injured. The police were unable to pre- 
vent this. No instructions or suggestions 
were given to the police in the matter. 
The Commissioner is well aware of bis 
duty of preserving the peace. Ample 
protection has been afforded throughout 
and will continue to be afforded to the 
company’s workers. 
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(Questions. 


Kellet’s Estate, Meath. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Es- 
tates Commissioners propose to purchase 
Kellet’s estate, situate at Barley Hill, 
county Meath ; and, in the event of their 
doing so, will they distribute the un- 
tenanted land with the occupiers of 
uneconomic holdings on the estate. 
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Mr. CHERRY: The Estates Com- 
missioners inform me that negotiations 
for the sale of this estate are at present 
pending before them. The Commis- 
sioners propose to make an offer for the 
estate provided that the owner should 
place at their disposal certain untenanted 
lands which the Commissioners consider 
to be required for the purpose of en- 
larging the uneconomic holdings. The 
Commissioners are awaiting a reply from 
the owner as to this. If the Commis- 
sioners should acquire the untenanted 
land they will consider the claims of 
occupiers of uneconomic holdings on the 
estate. 


Irish Grazing Farm Disputes. 

Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that on 
Monday, 6th May last, a grass farm at 
Castlefrench, in the tenancy of John 
Burns, Ballygar, county Galway, was 
cleared of cattle by the adjoining tenants, 
and he was compelled to put them on 
another farm at Avaghty ; and whether | 
he can make any statement on behalf of | 
the ‘Sovernment as to their intentions | 
regarding the action of branches of the | 
United Irish League in the South and | 
West of Ireland against peaceable tenants 
owning grazing farms. 





Mr. CHERRY: The facts are as 
stated in the Question. The Government 
were taking steps to replace the cattle on | 
the farm and protect them there, and | 
also to prosecute the persons who drove | 
them off. The Government have now | 
heen informed that these persons have 
abandoned their attitude of opposition to 
the peaceful return of the cattle to the 
farm and their retention there without 
molestation. But, if necessary, full pro- 
—— will be given to the owner of the 
cattle. 
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Viscount TURNOUR: May I ask 
whether the Government will take steps 
in the future to prevent such a large 
number of these outrages occurring ? 


Questions. 


Mr. CHERRY : All possible steps are 
being taken to prevent these outrages. 
Extra police are being brought into the 
counties and ample protection is being 
given. 


ViscounT TURNOUR: May I take it 
that, in the opinion of the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman, the South and West 
of Ireland are in a satisfactory condition ? 


Mr. CHERRY: I think they are. 
There are disturbances of some kind 
everywhere ; in Belfast at present there 
are far more. 


CAPTAIN CRAIG: The Belfast dis- 


turbances are only due to labour disputes. 


Kilmore Demonstration. 

Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
United Irish League organised a 
demonstration against Mr. Sam Russell of 
Kilmore, county Roscommon, on Sunday, 
5th May last ; can he state how many 
persons took part in the illegal intimi- 
dation, how many constabulary were 
present to preserve order belonging to 
the iocal force and to the depot 
respectively ; can he state the expense 
incurred, and whether any of the parti- 
cipators have been brought to justice ; 
was anyone injured ; and has Mr. Russell 
been forced to give up the farm in 
question. 


Mr. CHERRY: My right hon. friend 
answered a Question on this subject 
yesterday. A prosecution is pending 
against eight persons in connection with 
the matter, and it would therefore be 
undesirable to enter into details. 


Athenry Demonstration. 

CapTain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether he is aware that on 
the 9th May last, seven grass lands on 
the Lambert Minors estate, county 
Galway, were cleared of stock, six of the 
farms adjoining the demesne and one 
near the town of Athenry, which occupied 
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the perpetrators from 10 to 4 o'clock ;| 
and whether the police have taken any | 
action, and if anyone has been brought | 
to justice. 


Mr. CHERRY: Proceedings have 
been directed against twelve persons for 
the offence of unlawful assembly on the 
occasion in question. The. case is 
sub judice. 


Government Land Legislation. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Bath): I beg to ask | 
the Prime Minister whether, in forth- | 
coming legislative proposals in relation | 
to land, he will insert provisions for 
relieving the hardships of tenants in 
urban areas in England and Wales, 
granting to such tenants powers similar 
to those included in the Town Tenants | 
(Ireland) Act of last session, and also | 
liberty to enfranchise long leaseholds. 
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Colonies whether he has seen the Report 
in the East Anglian Daily Times of 15th 
May last, of a meeting held at Leiston 
under the auspices of the Eye Conserva- 
tive and Unionist Association, which was 
addressed by the Honourable Dr. Smartt, 
Commissioner of Public Works for Cape 
Colony ; to inquire as to the propriety 
of a delegate to the Colonial Conference 
attending and speaking at a_ political 
meeting during his visit to this country, 
and further to inquire whether the 
Colonial Secretary can see his way to 
address a remonstrance to the Cape Goy- 
ernment on the serious breach of 
etiquette—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. If the 
hon. Member had submitted that (Ques- 
tion to me I should not have permitted 
it. No Department of the Government 


| in this country has any control over the 


| Ministers of a self-governing Colony. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD oF THE TREASURY (Sir H. | 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAYN, Stirling | 
Burghs): I am afraid I cannot hold out | 
any hope to my hon. friend that the Bills | 
to be introduced this session will contain 
the provisions he desires, but the matter 
will not be lost sight of. 





SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir William Brampton Gurdon reported 
from the Committee of Selection ; That 
they had added the following Member to 
Standing Committee B (in respect of the 
Probation of Offenders (No 2) Bill): Sir 


| Howard Vincent. 


Returning Officers’ Fees. | 
Viscount TURNOUR: I beg to ask | 
the Prime Minister whether he proposes 
to introduce legislation during the present | 
session to give effect to the resolution | 
carried, nemine contradicente, by this House 
in March, 1906, for the payment of 
returning officers’ fees out of public 
funds. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


The Answer is in the negative. 


Viscount TURNOUR asked whether, 
having regard to the unanimous decision 
come to by the House, the Prime Minister | 
would not consider the desirability of 
introducing a Bill on this subject before 
entering upon rather more controversial 
measures. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The noble Lord has | 
just had an Answer in the negative, and | 
he has repeated the same (Question. | 


Dr. Smartt. 
Mr. H. PEARSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary for the | 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 

Mr. Buxton, Mr. George Greenwood, 
and Mr. John Wilson (Durham) nomi- 
nated members of the Select Committee 
on the Post Office Sites Bill. — (Jl. 
Whiteley.) 

COMPANIES BILL [LORDS]. 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, 24th May, and 
to be printed. | Bill 208.] 

SUPPLY [9TH ALLOTTED Day]. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair.] 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 

DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES 1907-8. 

CuAss I. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
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£348,700, be granted to His Majesty, | 
to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1908, for 
Rates and Contributions in lieu of Rates, 
ete., in respect of Government Property, 
and for Rates on Houses occupied by 
Representatives of Foreign Powers, and 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Rating of Government Property Depart 
ment, and for a Contribution towards 


Supply. 


the Expenses of the London Fire 
Brigade.” 
*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) com- 


plained that Government property was 
not adequately assessed. He said that 
about 1894, when an alteration was made 
in the system of valuing Government pro- 
perty, the Government would not consent 
to their property being valued in the 
sume way as other property was done 
and by the same municipal officers, and 
the consequences was that although a 
higher valuation was put on it it was 
still by no means assessed at its full 
value, especially in London. He wished 
to ask why the Government should not 
consent, like other people, to have 
their property assessed by the municipal 
ofticers in the ordinary way. Unless that 
was done it would never be assessed at 
its proper value. The Government, he 
knew, claimed that they only paid a con- 
tribution in lieu of rates as a matter of 
grace, and that they were therefore 
entitled to value their property in their 
own way. But business men would agree 
that all property, whether Government or 
private, should be valued in the same 
way, and he hoped the Government would 
make that concession. Then there was 
the question of rates on houses occupied 
by the representatives of Foreign Powers ; 
the amount was put down at £7,500, of 
which £3,000 was returned. But why 
was not all of it returned? Again, why 
should the occupiers of apartments in 
Royal Palaces have their rates paid for 
them ? 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY vo 
THE TREASURY (Mr. RvuNCcIMAN, 
Dewsbury): That item only applies to 
last year. 


*Mr. MORTON was glad to notice that 


a charge did not appear on this year’s 
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Estimates, and hoped that it would not 
appear again. People who got houses 
rent free ought at least to keep them in 
repair and pay rates like other people. 
He was glad they had that day an oppor- 
tunity of quietly discussing these matters. 
The money the Government were spend- 
ing was his money and the money of the 
people. The Government were their 
servants, and it was his (Mr. Morton’s) 
duty to see that they did their work 
properly. He wanted to ensure that 
in future the Government would pay 
rates on their property the same as other 
people, otherwise it was a great hardship 
in some districts on the other ratepayers, 
and to emphasise his point he moved to 
reduce the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £348,600, 
he granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 
Morton.) 


Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) rose to 
support the contention of his hon. friend. 
He held that the system of rating Govern- 
ment property subjected private property 
to an unfair competition. Private enter- 
prise was unduly handicapped by the 
heavy rates, and he hoped they would 
have some assurance from the Govern- 
ment, either that it would allow its 
property to be assessed by the local 
authorities or that it would appoint a 
Committee to consider the whole question. 
In his opinion the rating of Woolwich 
Arsenal and of the various dockyards 
was absurdly low. 


Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) 
asked on what basis the valuation on 
which Government contributions were 
made was arrived at, whether on the 
ordinary basis of a hypothetical tenant or 
according to the value of the site and the 
cost of the building. He suggested that 
the question was of special interest in 
view of the large Government buildings 
which were being erected in the 
immediate neighbourhood of the House. 


Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
urged that if the valuation of Govern- 
ment buildings were screwed up the tax- 
payer would have eventually to pay more 
in relief of the local ratepayer. He 
failed to see, therefore, where the advan- 
tage would come in. 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN said he could quite 
understand the anxiety of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Sutherland about the adminis- 
tration cf “my money.” All he could 
say was that Government property was 
valued in the same way and on the same 
basis as property held by private owners. 
The Government valuer was an able 
representative who saw that the valuation 
was arrived at after discussion with the 
local valuation officers, and no serious 
complaint of the system was forthcoming 
from any part of the country. The hon. 
Member knew as well as he did that the 
houses occupied by foreign represen- 
tatives were to some extent exempt on 
the basis of international reciprocity. In 
reply to the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, he said there had been a consider- 
able increase in the dockyard assessment 
in connection with the extensive works 
at Keyham. Their effort was in every 
case to value Government property on 
the same basis as private property in the 
same locality. 


Supply. 


Mr. BELLAIRS asked whether it was 
not the case that town councils were con- 
tinually protesting that they did not get 
a proper amount of rates out of the dock- 
yards. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said that no doubt 
that was sometimes suggested, but the 
Government valuer always consulted the 
local authorities. 


Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) thought the Government were 
quite right in safe-guarding the tax- 
payers against what might prove to be 
exactions on the part of the rating 
authorities. After all, these payments 
were not rates, but contributions in aid 
of rates, which could be withheld. That 
was a distinction which ought not to be 
lost sight of, and the Government ought 
to retain its right to refuse to pay if it 
thought fit to do so. 


Mr. MORTON said that the Govern- 
ment gave up that contention in 1894. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said that the 
Government retained that position, but 
at the same time they paid to the local 
authorities all to which they were entitled. 
With regard to the Government pro- 
perty in the City their valuer (Mr. 
Thompson) saw Mr. Wagstaff, 
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admitted that the sum fixed upon was 
fair and reasonable. 


Mr. MORTON: I shall have to look 
after Mr. Wagstaff. He did not tell us 
that. 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
pointed out that it was a great advantage 
to any district to have Government 
buildings within its boundaries in view 
of the employment thereby afforded to 
people in the locality. It would there- 
tore be a Jittle unfair to throw the whole 
burden on the taxpayers generally. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) admitted 
that the conditions were certainly better 
than they were two years ago, but still 
he was told that in the City of London 
property was under-assessed to the ex- 
tent of at least £100,000. 

Mr. MORTON asked leave to with- 


draw his Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. MORTON said he could not 
agree with the hon. Member for Wool- 
wich as to under-assessment in the City 
of London. Why people were actually 
assessed on their good-will, and in no 
part of the world was land so highly 
assessed as in the one square mile which 
constituted the City. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Ciass II. 


2. £39,400 to complete the sum for 
Exchequer and Audit Department. 


*Mr. MORTON asked as to the hours 
worked by the clerks and other officials 
at this office. He did not think they 
worked as hard as other people, although 
they were better paid. 


Mr. RUNCIMAWN said the work done 
by this Department was some of the 
most valuable done by any Department 
of the State. 


Mr. MORTON said he quite agreed 
that the Exchequer and Audit Depart- 
ment did valuable work for the nation. 
He had fully recognised that by inducing 
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the City Corporation to adopt a similar 
system, with this difference, that in the 
City the accounts were examined before 
they were paid, and not after, as in the 
Exchequer and Audit Department. 


Vote agreed to. 


3. £41 to complete the sum for the 
Mint, including Coinage. 


Sir F. BANBURY referred to the 
fact that there was an increase of £2,126 
in the item for wages, salaries, and allow- 
ances. He asked for an explanation of 
that, and also as to the charges for police. 
Unless he was mistaken, some few years 
ago the duty of guarding the Mint was 
performed by soldiers, and in his view, 
in the event of a riot, an armed military 
foree would be much more efficient than a 
police guard. He was not prepared to 
accept cheapness as a sound excuse for 
the change. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said the alteration 
was made by the predecessors of the 
present Government, and he was sure 
the hon. Baronet would agree that they 
could not fairly use the police for guard- 
ing the Mint without recouping the local 
authorities a fair proportion of the cost. 


Sin F. BANBURY said he was not 
objecting to the payment, his point being 
that the duty of guarding the Mint 
could be more efficiently done by armed 
soldiers than by unarmed policemen. 
There was an opportunity of saving a 
thousand pounds while securing greater 
efficiency. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he would like 
to consult his right hon. friend the Secre- 
tary tor War on the subject. He believed 
there were objections at the time to 
taking the soldiers for the duty, and he 
would not like on his own responsibility 
to go back to that system. However, he 
would speak to his right hon. friend about 
it. With regard to the increase of 
salaries, a portion of that increase was 
due to the ordinary increment. The 
sum of £2,000 had been added for wages 
in connection with the very great increase 
of coinage work. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) asked why there was a larger 
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loss on the gold coinage this year than 
in the previous year. 


*Mr. MORTON said there was an 
appropriation-in-aid of £340,000, whereas 
only £138,800 was accounted for in the 
Vote. He wanted to know what had 
become of the £200,000 odd. He also 
wanted to know how many hours a day 
were worked in the Department. His hon. 
friend might not have the particulars of 
the hours of labour, but perhaps he would 
be able to give them the information on 
the Report stage. He found outside that 
objection was taken to an eight hours 
day for workmen as being too few, and 
he would like to know whether in this 
Department they worked six or eight 
hours a day, because over £200,000 had 
to be accounted for. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he could answer 
the hon. Gentleman that there had not 
been a loss of £60,000 on the coinage ; 
on the contrary the profits this year were 
greater than they had ever been before. 


*Mr. MORTON: Why do you say 
£340,000 when you only account for 
£138,000 ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said the figures 
which the hon. Gentleman referred to 
were shown in two places. With regard 
to the loss on gold coinage referred 
to by his hon. friend opposite, it was 
greater last year than the year before 
owing to fluctuations over which they 
had no control whatever. 


Mr. LEIF JONES said that with 
regard to the silver coinage he saw under 
Subhead G an allowance of 8 per ,cent. 
to bullion brokers on the purchase of 
silver bullion for cvinage, the amount 
being this year £500, which was ten times 
as much as was taken last year. He 
might also observe that loss on coinage, 
the coinage of silver was only £1,500 
which was £500 less. What he wanted 
to understand was why the loss was 
so small in a year when the profits on 
coinage were so great, and the amount 
of silver bullion bought was great also. 


-*Mr. MORTON said that what he 
wanted to get from the hon. Gentleman 
was where the £200,000 had gone to. He 
also wanted an answer with regard to the 
hours of labour in the Department. 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN said the hours of 
labour in the Department were quite | 
sufficient to deal with the whole of the) 
coinage requirements of the Empire. The 
whole of the work was done, and there 
was no object in keeping those engaged 
under lock and key after their work was 
done. 


Supply. 


Mr. 
hours ? 


MORTON : 


Is it eight or six 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: That depended on | | 


the work before them. The hon. Gentle- | 


man wanted to know what had become of | 


the £200,000. It had gone into the 


Exchequer in relief of the taxation which | y , 
| £1,500; but that did not quite explain 


the hon. Gentlemen and others had to 
pay in the present year. 
Mr. MORTON : It does not say so. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said it was stated. 


The extra £500 to which his hon. 
friend had referred was largely due 


to the new coinage. There had been a 
very large increase in the demand for 
silver coinage, and the amount which 
appeared referred to silver coinage which 
existed long ago. A very large amount 
of silver would he added to the currency 
during the next two years. 


*Mr. MORTON said he would try to | 


find out where the £200,000 had | 
gone to. | 

*THE CHAIRMAN said they had | 
nothing to do with the £200,000 on| 


this Vote, and it was out of order to| 
discuss it. 


Mr. MORTON said he had failed to 
get a reply from his hon. friend as to the 
hours ot labour, but he would repeat the 
question on the Report stage. 


Vote agreed to. 


4. £8,153 to complete the sum for 
National Debt Office. 


{COMMONS} 


_ number 
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| but he would like to know the reason of 
| the increase. 
| 
| Mr. RUNCIMAN said the reason was 
| that they had paid larger remuneration 
| to the London broker, because of 5 
great increase of his work caused 1] 
recent Acts which had been passed. He 
| had been really underpaid considering 
| the amount of work he did, and it h: ad 
| been thought desirabie to augment his 
| remuneration. 


Supply. 


Sir F. BANBURY said he was aware 
of the £500 which had been added to the 
gentleman’s remuneration, and he was 
very glad it had been increased to 


the figure of £832. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said the balance of 


| the increased figure was largely due to 


increments in the ordinary course. 


Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College) in- 
quired whether the increase was due to 
additions to the staff, or to the fact that 
the salaries had been increased. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he was dealing 
with the National Debt Office, and the 
of the staff was not exactly the 
same, being seventy-eight as against 
sixty-seven. The ordinary increments 
were fixed by the rules and regulations, 
which had not been varied. 


Vote agreed to. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £608,700, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 


| which will come in course of payment 


during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1908, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Customs Department. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 


drew attention to the recent appoint- 


| ment of a naval ofticer to the position of 


Sir F. BANBURY asked why in this | 
Department there has been an increase of | 
salaries by £832. The total of the | 
salaries last year was £15,419, and this 
year it was £16,251. This was an excel- 
lent Department, and if it was necessary 
there ought to be an increase of salary, | 


| water-guard inspector at Gravesend, On 
| 27th March he asked in the House the 
following question :— 

“Tf a naval officer has been appointed to 
the position of water-guard inspector at 
Gravesend; and, if so, whether this is 4 
|; departure from the past practice of promoting 
an experienced assistant inspector to such 
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positions, which was an encouragement to 
capable men to enter the service and fit 
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| 
| 


themselves for the highest duties of their | 


profession.” 


The reply he got was in effect that there | a 
| tive officers had been moved to protest. 


was no regular custom, and that it was 
not the rule to make the appointment 
from the preventive officers themselves. 
He did not think the answer the hon. 
Gentleman gave him was very sym- 
pathetic, and remembering the last 


political experience of the hon. Gentle- | 


man and his association with Gravesend 
he was extremely surprised at the answer 
he gave. He could assure him that his 
answer had caused the deepest dis- 
appointment amongst his many admirers 
in Gravesend, because they had always 
looked upon him as a friend of the 
preventive officer. There had been a 
great deal of dissatisfaction and discon- 
tent among the preventive officers on 
the Thames for a number of years, and 
it had been based upon two things— 
(1) a lack of properly organised pro- 
motion, and (2) insufficient salary. There 
had been inquiry after inquiry, with the 
result that dissatisfaction still remained. 
The hon. Gentleman and his department 
must realise that for efficient service they 
must have contented workers. Probably 
the hon. Gentleman would reply that no 
matter what they gave to a civil servant 
his mouth would always be open for more. 
Surely the hon. Gentleman would not say 
that there was no assistant inspector 
among the preventive officers capable of 
filling this position. The preventive 
officer, as a rule, was an extremely intelli- 
gent and efficient man. There was very 
little encouragement held out to the pre- 
ventive officer:to go on in the profession he 
had entered, and the pay was small even 
when the maximum was reached. The 
only thing that lured him on was the 
chance of promotion, and if they took 
away the prospect of being promoted 
from assistant iuspector to full inspector 
they were robbing the preventive officer 
of the main thing which induced him to 
remain contented. They could only make 
men efficient by good pay and due reward, 
It was all very well to suggest that these 
men would get their reward in heaven, 


and that seemed to be what the pre- | 


decessors of the hon. Gentleman had | 
suggested. Whilst most of them hoped 
for that reward they desired some 


instalment of it now, and preventive 
officers were no exception to the rule. 
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| He hoped the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury would be able to explain this matter. 
Although the appoint- 


Su ip ply. 


| satisfactorily. 


| ment of this naval officer might seem 


a small thing, the whole of the preven- 


It was a matter of principle which 
affected the whole of the service. 
Surely an assistant inspector could have 
been found qualified amongst the success- 
ful, experienced, and efficient preventive 
officers to fill the position which had 
been taken up by CaptainGraham. He 
had been informed that this discourage- 
' ment of the preventive officers would not 
tend to the improvement of the revenue. 
The hon. Gentleman was well aware of 
the claims of the preventive officers, and 
if he could defend his position, and make 
it clear that the Department had done 
what was right, no one would be more 
grateful than himself. He begged to 
move a reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Motion made and Question put, “ That 
a sum, not exceeding £608,600, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Sir 
Gilbert Parker.) 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said it would 
probably be for the convenience of the 
Committee if he dealt with this question at 
once. He had made it his business to go 
into the whole of the case. For some 
time past it had been felt necessary that 
there should be a slight reorganisation of 
the staff on the Thames, and that there 
should be some new blood brought in 
from outside. It was by no means a 
new departure ; it had been done before 
in the Customs Department, and it was 
repeatedly done in the other Departments 
of the State. The heads of many of our 
great Departments were men who had 
not been trained in those Departments, 
and it was all to the benefit of the officers 
concerned. Hon. Members might rest 
assured that this appointment would 
not lead to any extension of the principle. 
He preferred that such appointments 
should be restricted to preventive officers ; 
but they could not always find an 
assistant fit to be promoted. He thought 
this appointment would have the effect of 
improving the standard of the preventive 
officers on the Thames. As to the effect 
| on the revenue, he could imagine no more 
| grave dereliction of duty than that after 
/ such a reorganisation they should be 

practically threatened by these officers 
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with a serious effect on the collection of 
the revenue. 


Supply. 


outside with standing and experience 
like this naval officer, Captain Graham. 


In 'this case it was felt | 
that someone should be brought in from | 
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j 
| 


| 


They sought for the best man they could | 


obtain. 
equally good man among the assistant 
inspectors they would have given him 
the preference. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER asked 
whether the hon. Gentleman 
state the nature of the reoganisation he 
proposed to effect. He did not wish to 


If they could have found an | 


could | 


press for details, but perhaps the hon. | 


Gentleman could state broadly the lines 
on which the reorganisation was to be 
effected. They might be prepared to 
justify the choice of Captain Graham if 
they understood the circumstances more 
fully, but the reply which had been given 
was not satisfactory. He did not think 
it would give satisfaction to the preventive 
officers on the Thames or elsewhere: 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that the 
statement having been made that the 
preventive staff was to be reorganised, 
the Committee was entitled to know why 
reorganisation was necessary. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he did not 
mean that the staff was going to be 
reorganised. Sundry changes would be 


made which would not affect the standing | 


of the ofticers at present in the service. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said the state- 
ment which the hon. Gentleman had just 
made gave additional point to his remark. 
The declaration which the hon. Gentle- 
man had made was of very great 
importance. In this particular service 
there were a large number of men, and 
the Committee was entitled to know why 
none of the inspectors had been held to 
be good enough for the appointment now 
enjoved by Captain Graham. If no 
reason was to be given why the Govern- 
ment had thought it necessary to get an 
outsider, beyond the general statement 
that the present condition of things was 
unsatisfactory, he would urge his hon. 
friend to go to a division, so that the 
rights of the staff might be protected. 


Mr. WATT asked whether the 
appointment of Captain Graham was 
absolutely essential. The Financial 


Mr. Runciman. 
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Secretary had stated that he would 
have preferred the appointment of 4 
man in the same service, and that it was 
only owing to exceptional circumstances 
that an outsider had been appointed 
in this instance. Was it not apparent 
on the face of that statement that no 
preventive officer was considered good 
enough for promotion, and that practically 
the apppointment of Captain Graham 
was a vote of censure on the preventive 
officers ? 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said he wished 
to join in the protest against the appoint- 
ment of CaptainGraham. The Financial 
Secretary had suggested, although the 
statement was not made in so many words, 
that this particular branch of the service 
had been conducted in an unsatisfactory 
way, and that, therefore, it was necessary 
to go outside to get somebody to take 
up this important position. Another 
ground on which he protested was that 
in the water guard service the scope for 
promotion was exceedingly limited. From 
communications he had received, he 
thought he was justified in saying that 
he spoke for the whole of the service 
when he said that they felt very sore 
indeed that an outsider should have been 
brought in to fill this position, thereby 
depriving them of the ordinary promo- 
tion. If an officer in the service had 
been appointed, each member of the statf 
would, at all events, have got a step up. 
The officers in this particular department 
did not desire to bring their grievances 
forward in a spirit of antagonism to the 
Board of Customs, but they thought that 
at this juncture their position deserved 
consideration. Besides the grievance in 
regard to promotion, they complained 
of the inadequacy of their present 
salaries. Before aman could be appointed 
a preventive ofticer he had generally to 
spend seventeen years as a preventive 
man, When appointed a preventive 
otticer, his salary began at £95 a year, 
and he received annual increments of £5 
up to the maximum of £150, so that 
it took twenty-nine years to reach that 
modest remuneration, which was _ less 
then £3 a week. Those hon. Members 
who had travelled in other countries 
would be able to contrast our Customs 
officers with the same classs of men abroad. 
One of the first things that struck the 
foreigner coming into England was the 
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fact that in our Customs officers they had 
to deal with men who were absolutely in- 
corruptible in the discharge of their duty. 
That was a thing which the foreigner 
was little accustomed to in his own 
country, or, at all events, in other 
countries which he visited. The bringing 
in of an outsider to fill an important po- 
sition discouraged a most respectable 
body of men who on their merits were 
entitled to much better treatment. 
These men thought that a maximum 
of £200 after thirty years service would 
be a reasonable thing. They had not 
come to the House of Commons time after 
time urging their claims, nor had they 
communicated with Members representing 
seaports. They had in a quiet way on 
various occasions endeavoured to make 
known their legitimate wants and aspira- 
tions. He hoped the Financial Secretary 
would be able to do something for them. 


*Mr. MORTON said if the officers in 
the service had not ability enough to be 
promoted to such a position as that to 
which Captain Grahan had been appointed, 
they should not be in the service at all. 
Surely these ofticers, if they were capable, 
had a right to look for promotion in the 
Department when opportunities occurred 
He did not say that there was not good 
reason in this case for not promoting an 
otticer in the Department, but no informa- 
tion had been placed before the Committee 
in justification of the course which had 
been taken. There was a strong feeling 
among the statf that there had been 
favouritism, and therefore some very 
good reason should be given on behalf of 
the Government why Captain Graham, 
who could know nothing about the ser- 
vice had been appointed. He hoped a 
satisfactory explanation would be given. 


Mr. RUNCIMAWN said that the hon. 
Member said that Captain Graham was 
an inferior man. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
that what he had stated was that the 
Gentleman was not an inferior man, but 
that he was unacquainted with the office. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said that the De- 
partment thought that at the present 
time it was safer that they should 
not have a promotion from the ranks of 
the inspectors, but that they should have 
new blood introduced for the sake of the 
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efficiency of the whole Department. He 
could assure the hon. Gentleman that 
there was not a single Department ot the 
State where that had not taken place. 
The hon. Gentleman had said that they 
were destroying all ambition amongst the 
members of the preventive service. Did 
any one suggest that the bringing in of 
a new chief of a Department would 
destroy all ambition on the part of 
the assistants? In 1905, the late 
Government inquired very fully into 
this matter, and after that inquiry over- 
time pay was raised to the amount of 
£11,000 a year. He could assure hon. 
Gentlemen that the preventive officers 
had no reason to grumble so far as pay 
was concerned. Of course, all Govern- 
ment officials thought they were under- 
paid. A short time ago he received a 
deputation from the preventive officers 
and discussed fully with them the matters 
which they wished to bring before him. 
It ought to be remembered that a great 
improvement had been made in the status 
of those servants of the State during the 
last few years. He thought that the 
pay that was now given to them was 
quite equal to that paid to other Govern- 
ment servants of the same rank. As to 
the appointment of Captain Graham, he 
admitted that it was an unusual appoint- 
ment ; bat here they had a large statf of 
men who must be subjected to a 
certain amount of discipline, though 
not so strict as that in the Army and 
Navy. He was sure that the Secretary 
for War would refuse to give any ex- 
planation as to the personal qualities of a 
man whom he had promoted. Captain 
Graham, he could assure the Committee, 
had not been appointed out of favouritism. 
His appointment was nothing in the 
nature of a job; and the work he had 
done so far was an absolute success. The 
object of the Department was to make 
for greater etficency. 


Stir GILBERT PARKER said that 
they had hoped to find a less sub- 
terranean reply to the speeches which 
had been made from the opposite side 
of the House. [MINISTERIAL Cries of 
“QOh.”| By that expression he meant 
that he could not understand the hon. 
Gentleman even when he put his ears to 
the ground. The hon. Gentleman had 
spoken of the efficiency of the Customs 
service and especially of the preventive 
officers. 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN asked if the hon. 
Member suggested that an assistant 
inspector should have been appointed to 
a position carrying a salary of £650 a 
year,! 


Supply. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER said that the 
hon. Gentleman urged that the Secretary 
for War made his appointments without 
question ; but he was sure that if certain 
promotions were made of Naval Officers, 
a question would be raised in the House 
of Commons. He was pressing this 
matter on the ground that he had not 
received clear and sufficient information 
on the point he had originally raised. He 
was not satisfied, and he was convinced 
that the majority of the Members of 
the Committee were not satisfied, that 
there had been a lack of efficiency on the 
part of the existing staff of the preven- 
tive service and that there was any reason 
why Captain Graham should have been 
brought in as the head of the Department 
over the heads of the other inspectors. 


Mr. MADDISON (Burnley) said that 
he knew the preventive officers were a 
worthy set of men. He had always under- 
stood that their grievance was that when 
they were moved from outlying posts to 
London, where the cost of living was so 
much greater, they were given no increase 
of pay. On the other hand he believed 
that, in regard to old age pensions, there 
were men doing more skilled work than 
those men in the preventive service. 
Allusion had been made to the subter- 
ranean reply of the hon. Gentleman, but 
that was the first time he had heard such 
a description applied to a reply by a 
Minister who had made his points clear. 
The hon. Gentleman had said that he ap- 
proved of promotion;by merit in the De- 
partment, and if he had been departing 
trom that principle and assenting to a 
regular system of men being placed over 
other men’s heads he (Mr. Maddison) 
would have gone into the division lobby 
against him. He would not consent to 
any man being deprived of any hope of 
promotion by another man being placed 
over his head, but the hon. Gentleman 
had made it as clear as it could be made 
that the Board bad carefully inquired 
into the administration of this Depart- 
ment, and come to the conclusion that 
it was desirable to introduce fresh blood. 
It was, therefore, thought advisable to 
appoint Captain Graham from outside 
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the Department. His chief concern was 
for the efficiency of the Department ; what 
he wanted was that the State should 
be served in the best possible manner, so 
that they got the best possible value from 
the heads of Departments. The hon. 
Member for Gravesend wanted the 
Minister to go into detail. 


Str GILBERT PARKER: 
clear statement. 


I want a 


Mr. MADDISON said a clear state. 
ment could never satisfy the hon. 
Member unless there was considerable 


detail about it. Supposing — there 
had been insubordination and lack 


of interest in their work on_ the 
part of the officials, was the Minister 
who took a new departure obliged to 
justify it in every detail? If a readjust- 
ment was necessary it would be made 
with the minimum of inconvenience to 
the men displaced, however humble. It 
was said that the appointment of Captain 
Graham would be bound to end in a loss 
of revenue, but he would be surprised to 
hear that it was true, as an hon. Member 
had stated, that a man was kept in the 
service of the State who said he would 
take it out of the State by not doing his 
duty. He suggested that the hon. Mem- 
ber for Gravesend should withdraw his 
Motion for reduction. If there was any 
idea of interfering with the healthy flow 
of promotion he would support. th 
Motion for reduction, but as what had 
been done had been stated by the respon- 
sible Minister to be in the interests of 
the public service he could not support 
it. 


sir F. BANBURY said that but for 
the remarks of the previous speaker, 
he would not have intervened in the 
debate. The question seemed to be a 
very simple one. Captain Graham had 
heen appointed because it was desirable 
to get an efficient person at the head of 
the Department. He did not know 
Captain Graham, but he would take it 
that he was anetticient man; but if there 
was anything wrong in the Department 
it would be better if it were stated 
straight out. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
said he could not compliment the Financial 
Secretary on the kind of support which 
he had received from his own side of 
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the House. He did not think it was 
justifiable for an hon. Member to | 
impute that they on that side had not | 
the same desire for the efficiency of the | 
service as hon. Members opposite. {Mr. 
MappIsoN : I never said anything of the 
kind.| They believed in forwarding the | 
efliciency of the service by promoting 
someone who was in that service. 
Therefore their protest was justified. If 
there was anything wrong in this parti- | 
cular service in regard to efficiency, why | 
was it not stated? He thcught the hon. | 
Gentleman in charge of the Vote should | 
be prepared to tell them what was wrong | 
and not allow any charge to rest upon | 
individuals. 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN : I made no charge | 
whatever of the kind. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said | 
that brought him to the alternative. If 
there was no charge against anybody 
why did not the hon. Gentleman get up 
and state the reason for his action ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he had stated | 
that there was no imputation against 
the staff, but that there was no man 
more suitable for the post of inspector 
than Captain Graham, whom they had 
appointed. He thought he had laid it 
down in perfectly clear terms that it was | 
not their desire to bring outside persons. | 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said | 


the hon. Gentleman’s statement was | 
vague. Men in Government positions | 
were entitled to promotion in the 
natural course, and when that rule | 


was departed from they were entitled to 
something more than vague generalities | 
from the Minister in charge of the Vote. 
No doubt, Captain Graham was a very 
estimable man, but he had had no ex- 
perience as a preventive ofticer, and the 
reason why he was appointed could not 
he discovered. Was it not the fact that 
there was a period in connection with 
this service when it was under serious | 
consideration to abolish the coast-guard | 
service and gather it in in some way with 
the water-guard service, and this was one 
of the steps leading up to that? Then 
finding that they were not on the right 


ok —— 
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by telling him that there is not the least 
truth in his suggestion. 


Mr. WILL1AM RUTHERFORD said 
he was obliged for that explanation, be- 
cause there were rumours to that effect, 
and the general opinion was that that 
was the only justification for the appoint- 
ment. As that justification was now 
taken away by the hon. Gentleman’s 
explanation, and no other explanation 
was forthcoming, he should join his hon. 
friend the Member for Gravesend in the 
lobby. 


Mr. LEIF JONES said the hon. 
Members who were dividing the Com- 
mittee were not serving the men by 
the course they were taking. The 
hon. Member for Gravesend should be 
satisfied with having raised the question 
and obtained the hon. Gentleman’s ex- 
planation. The Financial Secretary had 
admitted the position that promotion 
should be from the service, but had said 
that there were not many who could be 
promoted to the position to which Captain 
Graham had been appointed. He would 
he very unwise to allow himself to be 
drawn into saying what exactly were the 
reasons for the appointment of Captain 
Graham. The hon. Member for Gravesend 
acted also unwisely in reading the letter 
from his constituents in which they said the 
service would suffer from the appointment. 
That was a thing that every Member 
would agree they must set their face 
against. He could imagine nothing more 
dangerous than that employees of Govern- 
ment Departments should write letters to 
the House of Commons threatening that if 
certain appointments were made the 
public service would suffer. He supported 
his hon. friend and thanked him for the 
firmness he had displayed. 


*Mr. MORTON did not think the 
speech just made had helped the matter 
much. Though they did not protect the 
officers too much they ought to see that 


they had fair play. No one knew 
anything particular against Captain 
Graham, but that that gentleman 
knew nothing about the service. The 


question he wished to ask and have a 
reply to was whether it was the fact that 


| there was no person in the service fit to 
| take up this appointment. 


If the hon. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : Ifthe hon. Gentle-| Gentleman said there was not and that 


man wishes to save time, I can assist him 


they were obliged to bring in a stranger 
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to fill the office that was another matter. 
But the hon. Gentleman said just now 
that the War Office and the Admiralty 
appointed their officers, and that this 
House could not discuss the appointment 
of officers. This House could discuss 
anybody including the Prime Minister, 
and it appeared to him that the hon. 
Gentleman was trying to take away the 
right of the House to discuss what it 
paid for. Some hon. Gentlemen thought 
the House had no right to criticise these 
gentlemen, but he himself remembered 
bringing a case before Sir Wilham Har- 
court—he hoped the hon. Gentleman 


Supply. 
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would have the courage to take the same 
action in this case—and Sir William Har- 
court made inquiries, and finding the 
case was properly stated compelled the 
officials at Gravesend to put matters back 
in their original position, and according 
to the Report used some very strong 
expressions. He wanted to see fair play 
and hear a good reason given for this 
appointment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 11; 
Noes, 91. (Division List No. 169.) 


AYES. 


Ashley, W. W. 
Balearres, Lord 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | Nield, Herbert 


Craig, Capt, James (Down, E.) ! Rutherford, W.W, (Liverpool) 
Forster, Henry William | Turnour, Viscount 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Kimber, Sir Henry 


| Walker, Col. W.H.(Laneashire 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Gilbert Parker and Mr, 
Claude Hay. 





NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 


Haworth, Arthur A. 


Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 


Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH. 
Saker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Banbury,Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight 
Jearichamp, E. 
3ellairs, Carlyon 
Bethell,SirJ H.(Essex,Romf’rd 
Boland, John 
Bright, J. A. 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lanes.,Leigh) 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Cameron, Robert 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Clarke, C.Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, William 
Coats,SirT. Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Collins,SirWmJ (S. Paneras, W 
Corbett,CH (Sussex, EGrinst’d 
Cox, Harold 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 
Duckworth, James 
Dunean,C.(Barrow-in- Furness 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
(rant, Corrie 
Hart-Davies, T. 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hodge, John 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hudson, Walter 

Idris, T. H. W. 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Layland-Barra‘t, Francis 
Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Macpherson, J. T. 

M‘Callum, John M. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Newnes, F. ( Notts., Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, Georve 

Nicholson, Chas. N.(Doneast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
(Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Grady, J. 

O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Radford, G. H. 

Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 


ment. 


Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Runciman, Walter 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 

Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8. 
Ward,John(Stoke-upon-Trent 
Watt, Henry A. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax 
Whittaker,Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Paneras,S.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


He did not desire to disparage 





S.W.) said he desired to call attention to 
the case of the out-door staff, whose duties 
were of a very important character. 
The conditions of the class whose interests 
he was advocating contrasted unfavour- 
ably with the conditions under which 
the clerks worked in the same Depart- 
Mr. Morton. 


the staff of clerks, but the duties which 
they performed were generally of a cleri- 
cal nature. It was the outdoor men who 
possessed the expert and practical know- 
ledge ; it was these men who came into 
contact with the public, and his case was 
that their practical, expert and technical 
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knowledge and experience in dealing with 
the public were not adeyuately recognised 
or adequately remunerated. The out. | 
door staff, compared with the clerks, did | 
not obtain a fair proportion of the higher | 
appointments, especially of the collector- 
ships. The total number of the outdoor 
stat? was 1,700, and of the clerks 500. 
Between March, 1891, and May, 1906, 
there were seventy-four appointments to 
collectorships. Of these seventy-four, 
eleven went to the 1,700 outdoor men, 
while sixty-three were given to the 
500 clerks indoors. He took March, 
1891, as the starting point in making 
that comparison, and he had a particular 
purpose in taking that date, because in 
March, 1891, the Treasury issued a 
Minute which contained certain promises 
to the outdoor staff, which promises, | 
he submitted, had not been fulfilled. | 
He relied very strongly on the under- | 
taking given in that Minute. He was | 
aware that successive Financial Secre 
taries to the Treasury had minimised 
that undertaking, but the words were 
tolerably strong. He did not desire | 
to state the case at further length, | 
but no doubt his hon, friends would 
amplify it, and he hoped the Financial 
Secretary would give a satisfactory reply. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside) said he recognised fully 
the force of the consideration that the 
demands of civil servants for increased 
salaries and the pressure that was brought 
to bear on Members of the House con- 
stituted a ground for great caution. The 
matter was becoming a very serious one 
from year to year, and would have to be | 
dealt with in a more systematic way than | 
had been the ease hitherto. He believed | 
that in view of the multiplicity | 
and seriousness of the complaints 
from various sections of the service | 
from year to year there would 
have to be a more systematic over- 
hauling in order to see what could 
be done. He had some diffidence in 
taking up the particular matter before 
the Committee in reference to the demand 
of this section of the Customs Service. 
He had looked into the matter as care- 
fully as he could, and he felt very strongly 
with the hon. Member who had just 
spoken that there was a very unreasonable 
disproportion between the salaries and 
prospects of the outdoor section of the 
Customs Service and those of the indoor 
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section. In the majority of cases, in the 
outdoor section, the prospect was that 
of rising from £70 a year to £250 a 
year, while the prospect of the indoor 
section was that of rising from £70 
to £600 a year. Why should there 
be such a difference between the remunera- 
tion of these two sections? Was 
it seriously suggested that the duties of 
the’ indoor clerks were more onerous 
than those of the outdoor officials, or 
that they needed to pay a higher salary 
in order to secure the efficiency of the 
clerical staff? It constantly happened 
that in the case of a consignment of 
goods the indoor clerk had merely to 
verify a certain form and check the 
details, while the outdoor officer had to 
examine the goods, in regard to the 
passing of which a very large sum of 
revenue was dependent. It could not’ be 
suggested that the work of the officer 
who checked a large consignment of 
cigars, for instance, was one calling for 
less capacity and experience than the 
work of the clerk indoors. He would 
say that it was entirely the other way. 
Surely it was in regard to the outdoor 
servant that the possibility of corruption 
was most likely to arise. He associated 
himself with what had been said in refer- 
ence to the general incorruptibility of 
those employed in the Customs Service. 
In face of that fact it was surely obvious 
that that class of men ought not to be 
worse paid than the clerk employed in- 
doors. He hoped the Government would 
recognise the ordinary principle of paying 
an adequate salary in positions of trust 
and thus guard against the possibility of 
corruption. He did not think that in 
this case the salary was adequate, and 
although he had made every inquiry he 
had not been able to satisfy himself that 
the claims of these officers had been 
reasonably met. 


‘Supply. 


Sir F. BANBURY asked, in view of 
the way in which the Aliens Act was 
being administered, whether the im- 


migration officers were doing any 
useful work. The Aliens Act was 


a dead letter. It was 
not right that the money of the 
State should be spent in providing 
immigration officers to administer an 
Act which the colleagues of the hon, 
Gentleman would not allow to be pro- 
perly worked.  Kither these officers 
should be allowed to do the work for 


258 


more or less 
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which they were paid, or else they | 
should be withdrawn from the service. 
He noticed that they had _paid| 
£3,000 to Customs officers as rewards 
for the recovery of goods said to be 
worth £1,800. He did not think that 
was a practical way of doing business. 
He did not approve of the system of 
rewards. If those officers were not paid 
suflicient salary they ought to receive 


{COMMONS} 





an increase, and then the practice of 
granting rewards would be discontinued. 


Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.) 
urged that there ought to be a proper 
inquiry into the grievance of these out- 
door officers. All they wanted was that 
the matter should be fairly investigated 
by the proper authorities, and there was 
nothing unreasonable in that demand. 
At: the present time, in comparison with 
other men in the same branch of the 
service, the outdoor men were not being 
treated fairly. He sincerely hoped that 
the Secretary to the Treasury would 
be able to give them some assurance that 
the matter would be looked into in 
order that the claims of an extremely 
deserving class of the public service 
might be fairly considered. 





Mr. STEWART (Greenock) said he 
represented a constituency where there 
was a large number of these preventive 
men, and he desired to associate himself | 
fully with the statement which had been | 
male by the hon. Member for Bethnal | 


Green and others. No pressure had | 
been brought to bear upon him in 


the matter, and if it had he would not | 


have yielded to it. He had taken | 
considerable pains to investigate the | 
question, and he was wholly at a/| 
loss to understand why the onerous | 


and responsible duties connected with the | 
outdoor department of the Customs had 
been so lightly estimated as compared 
with the easy task of the indoor servants 
in the same Department. The hours which 
these men had to work were in themselves 
a sufficient claim for consideration at the 
hands of the Treasury. The o dinary 
indoor clerk came to work at a ] 


fixed 
time and retired at the usual time, but 
that was not so in the case of the preventive 
men. Vessels came into port at all hours 
of the night, and the preventive men had 
to leave their home at any hour and in 
all weathers in order to board those 





vessels, and yet their remuneration was 
Sir F, Banbury. 
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lower than the salaries paid to those 
clerks who had comfortable and easy 
berths under the shelter of a roof [f 
the matter was investigated he felt sure 
it would be found that the time had 
come for a reconsideration. At the 
present time the men who were respon- 
sible for the valuing of goods and the 
collection of large sums of money on 
behalf of the Crown were not treate| so 
well as the men who had simply to total 
up figures and perform the ordinary 
clerical work of indoor clerks. He 
trusted that the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury would be able to give them 
some assurance that he was fully con. 
sidering the matter. If they could have 
that assurance he was ready to leave the 
matter in the hands of the Government. 


Supply. 


ViscouNT TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor. 
sham) said he noticed that no less than 
twenty-one of these vreventive men 
were being employed as assistants to 
immigration officers who were _ paid 
by the Customs Department. The 
immigration oflicers themselves were in 
the service of the Home Office. He 
thought the time was very appropriate 
now for inquiring into the whole system 
of the machinery by which the Aliens 
Act was being carried out. Personally 
he thought the Government might con- 
gratulate themselves that so little inquiry 
had been made by the House into the 
question of the working of the Aliens 
Act. That was no doubt due to the fact 
that the number of hon. Members who 
were anxious to see that Act carried out 
ina broad and popular spirit was very 
small. He asked the hon. Gentleman 
what the duties of these twenty-one pre- 
ventive men were, and what their relation 
was to the immigration officers employed 
by the Home Office. He would like to 
know further whether it would not be 
desirable in future, as likely to lead to 
the better working of the Aliens Act, to 
have all the men employed in the carrying 
out of the statute under the same office and 
the same chiefs. He did not believe that 
any Member of the Committee wished 
to see a number of men employed whose 
services were not required. If the Act 
had been administered in the way it was 
asserted on that side of the House to have 
been administered these assistants were 
absolutely useless. The Report of the 
Committee on the employment of reserve 
soldiers and sailors recommended that the 
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Government, in selecting men to carry out | up a respectable appearance, it was 


its work, should, whenever possible, engage 
those men. He was glad to see from a 


footnote that there were at present 752 


pensioners of the Army, Navy, and Royal | 
Irish Constabulary in the Department. | 


He wished to know whether it had been 
the policy of the Customs Department to 
engage men who had been in these 
services, and, if not, whether the hon. 
Gentleman would consider the advisa- 
bility of adopting such a policy in future. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said | 


that the claims of the outdoor staff in the 
lower ranks of the civil service were en- 
titled to consideration. Looking at the 
question from the point of view of busi- 
ness men, he thought they would be of 
opinion that the outdoor staff were under 


paid and that they suffered from disabili- | 


ties which ought to be remedied. He 
supported their claims to consideration 
ou grounds which had not been put before 
the Committee up to now. He believed 
that comparisons between the indoor and 
the outdoor statis were bound to be 
fallacious. He supported the claims of 


the outdoor staff entirely on their own | : 
| worked in that office, and he had dis- 


merits. ‘The claims were well founded 
in themseives, and they did not need to 
be contrasted with the conditions in any 
other branch of the service. 


A sugges- | 


tion was thrown out two years ago by | 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer, when a 
similar discussion took place, that ques- 


tions as to pay, increments, maximum, and | 
the general conditions of employment in | 


all these Government 
should be left to a small Committee of 
men appointed by the Government of the 
day—a Committee perfectly independent 
of approaches from the outside by people 


Departments | 


who had votes to give—in order that | 


these matters might be taken entirely 
out of the arena of politics and possible 
debate in the House. That was an 
excellent suggestion, and he had hoped 
that something would have been done 
before now to prevent the time of the 
Committee when considering the Ksti- 
mates being wasted in such discussions. 
So long as that suggestion was not 
carried out hon. Members must be ex- 
cused if they from time to time brought 
forward the case of any particular 
body of men. Having regard to the 
increase in rents, rates, cost of living, 
and the expenses necessary to keep 


practically impossible for a man with a 
wife and family to carry out his duties to 
the State upon a wage of less than £3 
a week. He hoped the Financial Secretary 
would consider the claims of these men. 


Mr. SEAVERNS (Lambeth, Brixton) 
called attention to the case of the assis- 
tant clerks in the statistical department 
of the Customs. He had no desire to 
make any attack on the Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury or on the officials of 
the Customs. His desire was to enlist 
the personal interest of the hon. Gentle- 
man in this particular class of clerks, 
and to ascertain whether in his opinion 
their present sfafus was a satisfactory and 
proper one. He had had an opportunity 
of consulting with some of these men 
personally, and they seemed to him to be 
a deserving and exceptionally intelligent 
body of young men. Their grievances 
were two. The first was that they were 
obliged to work an excessive amount of 
overtime in order to carry out their 
duties in the department. His hon. 
friend had given in answer to a Question 
some particulars as to the overtime actually 


tinguished between compulsory and 
optional overtime. The hon. Gentleman 
would agree with him that the overtime 
He understood that 
for all practical purposes the entire 
overtime was compulsory. ‘The difficulty 
in connection with the matter was that 
the overtime interfered with what the 
young men desired to do in the way of 
preparing for superior examinations, and 
that was a grievance which deserved 
sympathetic attention. Their other com- 
plaint, which he looked upon as more 
serious, was that having gone into the 
office on the understanding, and the virtual 
promise, that after four years service they 
would be eligible for promotion to the 
second division, that understanding had 
not been carried out. His hon. friend 
had stated in answer to a Question 
that in no single case had there been 
any promotion to the second division 
among these clerks, although tne class 
had been in existence for ten years. 
According to the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury there were in the depart- 
ment 63 clerks eligible for promotion. 
He submitted that that state of things 


was very excessive. 


| did not conduce to enthusiastic work 
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on the part of the clerks. 
friend would look into the matter sympa 
thetically he would be very much obliged. 


Supply. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that he had 
been looking into this matter and found 
that the whole of the expenditure on the 
Aliens Act under this Vote was returned 
by the Home Office, and the discussion 
should take place on that Vote. 


Sir F. BANBURY asked whether it 
would be in order upon this Vote to 
discuss the administration of the Aliens 
Act. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that the ad 
ministration of the Aliens Act was under 
the control of the Home Office and could 
not be discussed upon this Vote. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said that the men 
employed in the administration of the 
Aliens Act were paid by the Home 
Office. A certain number of men 
accustomed to Customs work were lent 
to the Home Office for services in con 
nection with the immigration of aliens 
The hon. Gentleman must remember that 
the first estimate of the expenditure in 
connection with the administration of the 
Aliens Act was £70,000 per annum, and 
the authorities were trying to keep 
the cost well within that sum. A 
question had been asked as to the 
employment of reserve soldiers and 
sailors. They had always made it a 
habit in the Customs Department to 
employ as many reserve soldiers and 
sailors as possible; and at present there 
were 730 men so employed ; but it was 
impossible to appoint a very large num- 
ber of men who might be called out for 
service on the outbreak of war, More 
over, they did not wish to interfere with 
the ordinary promotion of the Civil 
servants who had devoted the whole of 
their time to the service. They had, 
however, attempted to employ as many 
reserve soldiers and sailors as they 
possibly could. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: How many 
reserve men have you employed ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he could not 
say at the moment. In reference to 
the rewards to Customs Officers, the 
smuggled goods consisted mainly of 
tobacco, some of which was sent to the 


Mr, Seaverns. 
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lunatic asylums, and the rest to Kew 
Gardens for use in the glass houses, 
As to the question of outdoor men, 
he confessed that he found a ditii- 
culty in explaining the present  situa- 
tion, A certain amount of blocking 
had occurred owing to the increase in 
the number of duties imposed since 
1901. An increase of tariff led not only 
to an increased cost of collection, but to 
an increase in the number of the staff 
employed. Therefore, in i901 there was 
a temporary boom in the promotion of 
the clerks, and also a temporary slump 
in the examining officers’ promotion 
owing to the introduction of a certain 
number of young clerks. These two 
changes had done something to make a 
great difference between the indoor and 
outdoor staffs. At present the disparity 
between the two was greater than had 
been anticipated, but he hoped that by 
some arrangement they would succeed in 
reducing that disparity. He could not, 
however, make any definite announcement 
of policy. He could assure his hon. 
friend that he was doing all he could to 
examine into the case of the statistical 
clerks. Most of these clerks were young 
men; and lately they had sent in a 
memorial to the Treasury which contained 
this sentence— 

“We have no reason to doubt that your 
Lordships are aware that you h: ive committed 
a breach of faith.” 


He must point out that if any class 
of public servants were to begin 
their claim for improved conditions 
of service by levelling a charge of 
bad faith on the part of the Treasury 
whom they memorialised, it was obvious 
that they prejudiced their case; and 
he would suggest to his hon. friend 
that he should conv ey to those memorial- 
ists an intimation that if they wished 
to have their claim considered sym- 
pathetically they should withdraw that 
charge of bad faith. 


Mr. SEAVERNS said that the case 
as placed before him was, he thought, 
put with great moderation. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN §ssaid that 
memorial to the Treasury contained + 
sentence which alleged a breach of faith, 
and he renewed his suggestion to the 
hon. Member that he ‘should ask his 
friends to withdraw such a statement. 
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Lorp BALCARRES said that a sugges. 
tion had been made that some Committee 
or permanent Commission should be set 
up before which these complicated ques- 
tions in regard to wages and conditions 
of employment in the ditferent Depart- 
ments of State should be impartially 
considered and decided. That was a 
subject which ought to receive the 
attention of the Treasury. ‘The hon. 
Member for Glasgow had said that no 
pressure had been brought to bear upon 
him in regard to the question, but every 
Member knew that there were lots of 
people who brought pressure to bear 
upon them in regard to such matters. 
Although no pressure might be brought 
to bear upon hon. Members, a good deal! 
of unconscious pressure was exercised 
upon the House. He did not represent a 
constituency which was largely supported 
hy Government expenditure, so that he 
was absolutely impartial, but if he had 
200 or 300 men in his constituency who 
were receiving Government pay there 
would be an unconscious pressure upon 
his mind to get up and urge the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury to make concessions 
to them. They never heard of ques 
tions being raised about bluejackets’ 
wages or soldiers’ wages. Why? He 
did not know how many _bluejackets 
there were, but he believed there were 
something like 120,000, and they were as 
good servants to the State as anyone else, 
but they did not hear this kind of 
question raised on the Vote for their 
wages. Again the question of the pay of 
the Army had never been raised except 
by the Government. There was some- 
thing unwholesome in the fact that they 
had to discuss the rates of pay of those 
portions of the public service who had 
votes while they were not called upon 
to deal with the same class of question in 
regard to soldiers and sailors, who had 
not got votes. He thought that some 
effort should be made by the Treasury 
to take the matter out of the hands of 
Members of Parliament and to remove 
from their shoulders the responsibility 
of saying “No” or “Yes” to the 
requests with which they were too 
familiar. He thought the Civil Service 
would gain rather than lose by having 
their case considered, not on the floor of 
the House of Commons, but by a body 
of men who would understand their 
position far more clearly than Members 
of the House of Commons. Members of 
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the House would welcome the removal 
from their shoulders of that responsi- 
bility just as much as they did the 
removal from their sphere of action by 
the Postmaster-General of questions ot 
patronage in regard to sub-postmaster- 
ships. He hoped that before the session 
ended the Secretary to the Treasury 
would give them an assurance that the 
subject was under the consideration of 
himself and his colleagues, 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY urged the claims 
of the abstractors in the customs to better 
conditions of service. 


Vote agreed to. 


6. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,469,300, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1908, for the salaries 
and expenses of the Inland Revenue 
Department.” 


Sir F. BANBURY said there was an 
extraordinary increase in the cost of 
publishing and providing copies of poor 
rates for income-tax purposes. For this 
purpose £24,000 was put down as against 
£4,000 last year. He supposed there 
was some explanation, but if a satisfactory 
one was not forthcoming he would move 
to reduce the Vote. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN explained that the 
increase was due to the quinquennial 
assessment coming in 1907-8. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he under- 
stood from the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that in consequence of the heavy 
charges and work, he did not propose to 
take a quinquennial assessment. 


Sir F. BANBURY said he under- 
stood the hon. Gentleman to say that 
the quinquennial assessment would be 
taken in 1908-9, and therefore he did 
not think it was necessary to take this 
money now, because if it was not used 
this year it would have to be surrendered 
and go into the Exchequer balances, 
unless the hon. Gentleman followed the 
policy of the Secretary of State for 
War, who devoted £100,000 to the 
new Army scheme. He did not think 
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the explanation of the hon. Gentleman | question raised by the hon. Member for 
was suflicient, and unless a better one was | the City of London. But he required a 
forthcoming he would move a reduction | little information with regard to the 
and divide the Committee, as he did not | increase of £8,900 under Head E, Com- 
think it was proper that such a demand | muted Allowances, etc. How had that 
should be made. increase occurred during the present year ! 
| He desired, also, information as to the 
Mr. RUNCIMAN said if they did not | increase in Superannuation and other 
need the money they would have to’ charges under Head T, of £13,169. It 
surrender it, but he thought the money was very difficult to see how they were 
would be needed. to practice economy in the face of such 
considerable increases. 


Sir F. BANBURY moved the reduction 
of the Vote by £20,000 so as to grant Mr. RUNCIMAN said the explanation 
only the sum which was taken last year. of the first Question of the hon. Member 
was to be found on pages 41 and 42 of 
Motion made, and Question proposed, the Estimates. The increases under Head 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,449,300, T were due to natural causes. 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Sir 
f. Banbury.) Question put. 


*Mr. MORTON thought some explan- The Committee divided :—Ayes, 10; 
ation should be given in regard to the) Noes, 73. (Division List No. 170.) 


AYES. 
Ashley, W. W. | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. | TELLERS FoR THE AyEs—Sir 
Aubrey-Fletcher, RtHn.SirH, | Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) Frederick Banbury and Mr. 
Balearres, Lord Hunt, Rowland Claude Hay. 





Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 


L Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton 


NOES. 
Acland, Francis Dyke Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) | Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury,l. | Haworth, Arthur A. | Radford, G. H. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | Richards,T.F.(Wolverl’mpt’n 
Barnes, G. N. | Hodge, John Ridsdale, E. A. 
jieauchamp, E. Holland, Sir William Henry | Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Bellairs, Carlyon Hudson; Walter | Robertson, J. M. (‘Tyneside) 
Benn,W(T’w’r Hamlets,$.Geo | Idris, T. H. W. | Runeiman, Walter 
Berridge, T. H. D. Jones, Leif (Appleby) | Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Bethell,SirJH.(Essex,Romfrd | Kekewich, Sir George | Seaverns, J. H. 
Boland, John Layland-Barratt, Francis | Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Bright, J. A. Lever, A. Levy(Essex,Harwich | Steadman, W. C. 
Brunner, J.F.L. (Lanes. ,Leigh | Lewis, John Herbert | Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John | Lough, Thomas | Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Cameron, Robert | Maclean, Donald | Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. | Macpherson, J. T. Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Cleland, J. W. M‘Callum, Jonn M. | Toulmin, George 


Ward,John(Stoke-upon- Trent 
Watt, Henry A. 


Clough, William Maddison, Frederick 


Coats, Sir T.Glen(Renfrew,W | Morrell, Philip 


Collins ,SirWiJ(S. Pancras, W | Morton, Alphens Cleophas | White, J.D.(Dumbartonshire) 
Corbett ,CH(Sussex,EGrinst’d Newnes, F.(Notts., Bassetlaw) | Whitley, JohnHenry(Halifax) 
Cox, Harold | Nicholls, George | Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras,S.) 
Cremer, William Randal | Nicholson,Chas. N.(Doncast’r) 
Crooks, William | Nolan, Joseph | TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Duckworth, James | Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Duncan,C.(Barrow-in-Furness | O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.)| Pease. 
Everett, R. Lacey | O'Grady, J. | 

Original Question again proposed. was nothing less than a scandal, namely, 


| the inquisitorial proceedings of the In- 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he desired | land Revenue Officers in regard to the 

to call attention to what in his opinion | Returns made by income-tax payers 
Sir F. Banbury. 
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in the form of a statutory declaration, 
The tax had to be paid months before 
it was due, and in many cases it was paid 
year after year through the same oftice 
The action of the Inland Revenue Depart- 
ment in this respect was not only offen- 
sive, but seemed to impute, if not to 
assert, that those who made returns by 
means of statutory declarations were, 
in fact, liars. Another aspect of the 
question was that of economy. — A: 
immense staff was required to addres: 
these demand notes, and it was felt by) 
many income-tax payers who took thé 
utmost pains to make a careful return 
and who invited the authorities to in 
spect their books in order to see no error 
had crept in, that the proceedings on 


Ashley, W. W. 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Vecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Hunt, Rowland 


{16 May 1907} 


Craig, Captain James(Down,E. 


Smith, F.E,(Liverpool, Walton | 
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those demand notes were not necessary. 
He thought it was high time now that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer contemplated 
anew method of collection that he should 
proceed on the principle, not that most 
men were liars, but that most income-tax 
payers made a true return. In order 
to draw attention to the matter ahd to 
ensure that there should be some record he 
moved to reduce the Vote by £190. 


Motion made, and Question put, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,469,200, 
be granted for the said service.”—( Wr. 
Claude Hay.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 7 ; 
Noes, 69. (Division List No. 171.) 


AYES. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Claude Hay and Mr. Wat- 
son Rutherford, 


NOES 


Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury,E. | Hodge, John 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Beauchamp, E. 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, W.(T’ w’r Hamlets,SGeo. 
Berridge, T., H. D. 

Bethell, SirJ.H.( Essex, Rmf’d) 
Boland, John 

srunner,J. I. L.(Lanes. , Leigh) 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Cameron, Robert 

Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Coats,SirT. Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Collins,SirW mJ(S. Pancras, W 
Corbett, CH (Sussex, EGrimst’d 
Cox, Harold 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Duckworth, James 

Dunean,C( Barrow-in- Furness) 
Everett, R. Lacy 

Harvey, A. G, C. (Rochdale) 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Idris, T. H. W. 


Lough, Thomas 


Macpherson, J. 


Nolan, Joseph 
O'Connor, John 


Radford, G. H. 


Original Question again proposed, 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said it would be 
in the recollection of the hon. Gentleman 
that the supervising officers of the Inland 
Revenue had forwarded a memorial asking | 
for a Parliamentary inquiry into the con- 
ditions of their service and their pay. 
He believed that last year some trifling 


Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hudson, Walter 


Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lever,A. Levy(Essex,Harwie) 
Lewis, John Herbert 


Maclean, Donald 


M‘Callum, John M. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Newnes, F.( Notts, Bassetla w) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN(Doncast’r 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Pickersgill, Elward Hare 


Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Robertson, J.M.(Tyneside) 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Steadman, W, C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strauss, E, A. (Abingdon) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxtett) 
Torrance, Sir A, M. 

Hie Toulmin, George 

Verney, F. W. 

Ward, Jobn/Stoke-upon-Trent 
Watt, Henry A. 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax 
Wilson, P. W, (St. Paneras,S. ) 


‘TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 


Pease. 


(Kildare, N.) 


Richards,T. F.{Wolverh’mpt’n 


concession was made to them in matters 


of service as to which they had made 


strong but respectful representations. 
Would the hon. Gentleman entertain the 
representations which had been made, or 
would he refuse to re-open the matter ? 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) 
said that, as he understood, these officers 
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were examining officers who were work- 
ing an hour a day longer than others in 
the Department, and while their work 
was harder their pay was much less. 
They asked for a Parliamentary inquiry, 
and, as far as he could make out, they 
certainly deserved one. They had 
no Minister to look after them and their 
interests, and he thought their pay was, 
certainly not sufficient for the hard work | 
they did, As he understood, promotion 
in other sections of the service was more 
rapid than it was among examining 
officers. He thought that these officers 
had a very strong case, and he hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would see his way 
to allowing the inquiry. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he did not 
know exactly the form of inquiry which 
the hon, Gentleman referred to. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: A Select Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN reminded the hon. 
Gentleman that his predecessor in office 
had had this matter under his con- 
sideration; he had gone into the whole 
of the claims put before him, and had 
arrived at a decision. He knew that the 
hon. Gentleman would be delighted to 
divide the Committee on the matter, but 
he would point out that there could not | 
be anything worse for the organisation 
of the Inland Revenue than to have every | 
year fresh demands for reconsidering 
decisions. It would lead to nothing more 
nor less than the absolute disorganisation 
of the service. The hon. Gentleman 
must be well aware that his predecessor 
had gone fully into the case, and if it | 
was suggested that because he had been 
newly appointed Financial Secretary he 
would upset the decision of his hon. 
friend, they were much mistaken. He | 
certainly could not hold out any hope of | 
reopening this case immediately after a | 
decision had been arrived at. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said the grievances 
of these men had been acknowledged on 
both sides of the House. He was glad to 
have it on record that the request to 
reconsider the matter had met with a 
blank refusal. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said it had met 
with no blank refusal, and the hon. ! 


Mr. Hunt. 
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Member had no right so to represent 
what he had said. He could not imagine 
anything more detrimental to the public 
service than pulling up the system by 
the roots every twelve months in this 
way. There was no justification what- 
ever for the statement of the hon, 
Member that he had met these men with 
a blank refusal. 


Mr. HUNT said it was a matter of 
justice to these men, and there ought to 
be an inquiry. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Cuass VI, 
7, £373,400, to complete the sum for 
Superannuation and Retired Allowances. 


8. £368, to complete the sum for 
Miscellaneous Charitable and __ other 
Allowances. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £139, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1908, for Hospitals and Infirmaries, and 
certain Miscellaneous, Charitable, and 
other Allowances in Ireiand, including 
sundry Grants in Aid.” 


Captain CRAIG inquired as to the 
prospect of another Committee of Inquiry 
into hospitals already receiving grants- 
in-aid in Dublin. He did not wish to 
criticise the grants at present made, but 
he would like to know, seeing that fifty- 
two years had elapsed since they were 
chosen. 


Notice taken that forty Members were 
not present; Committee counted, and 
forty Members not being present, 


Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair. 


House counted, and forty Members not 
being present, the House was adjourned 
at twenty-eight minutes after Seven of 
the clock. 


Adjourned at twenty - eight 
minutes after Seven o'clock 
till Thursday, 23rd May. 
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OF COMMONS. | 
23rd May, 1907. | 


1140 
HOUSE 
Thursday, 


The House met at a quarter 
Three of the Clock. 


before | | 


PRIFATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 


ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN. 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
_in the case of the following Bills, origina- 
ting in the Lords, and referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing | 
Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been 
complied with, viz.:—Great Yarmouth 
Waterworks and Lowestoft Water and Gas 
sill [Lords]; United Methodist Church 
sill [Lords]; Kensington Borough | 
Council (Superannuation) Bill [Lords] ; | 
St. Neot’s Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords] ; Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke 
Oven Construction and Working Com- 
pany, Limited [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a'| 


second time. 


PROVISIONAL 
STANDING ORDERS 


ORDER 
APPLICABLE). 


BILLS (NO 


> Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
¢ Report from one of the Examiners of 
~ Petitions for Private Biils, That, in the 
Z case of the following Bill, referred on 
<= the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
~ Orders are applicable, viz. : — Local 
8 Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) 


’ Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time To-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the ‘Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
case of the following Bills, referred on | 
First Reading thereof, the Standing | 


{23 May 
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| been complied with, viz..—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
 visional Orders (No. 10) Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time To-morrow. 


Baines’ Name Bill [Lords]. Read the 
third time, and passed, without Amend- 
ment. 


Birmingham Corporation Bill {Lords}. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


Borax Consolidated Bill _ {| Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


Railway 
Read the 


Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Bill; Leeds Corporation Bill. 
third time, and passed. 


London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements) Bill (King’s Consent 
signified). Bill read the third time, and 
passed, 


Manchester Ship Canal (Bridgewater 
Canal) Bill [Lords]. Read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments. 


King’s Norton and Northfield Urban 
District Council Bill ; London and North 
Western Railway Bill ; London United 
Tramways Bill; Newquay and_ District 
Water Bill [Lords]; Penrith Urban 
District Council Bill. As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


Bill {Lords] ; 
(Pension Fund) 
and 


Kendal Corporation 
Metropolitan Railway 
Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, 
committed. 


Tees Valley Water (Consolidation) 
Bill [Lords]; Western Valleys (Mon- 
mouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill | Lords]. 
Read a second time, ‘and committed. 


West Yorkshire Tramways Bill { Lords] 
(by Order). Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Oregon Mortgage Company, Limited, 
| Order Confirmation Bill. Considered ; 
to be read the third time upon Monday 


Orders which are applicable thereto have | next. 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions for alteration, from Blantyre ; 
and, Inverurie ; to lie upon the Table. 


ENGINES AND BOILERS (PERSONS IN 
CHARGE) BILL. 
Petition from Halifax, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from London, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PAROCHIAL MEDICAL OFFICERS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Dundee, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF MAIN- 
TENANCE). 
Petition from South Shields, for legis- 
lation ; to lie upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
(RECESS), 

The following Papers, presented by 
Command of His Majesty during the 
Whitsuntide Recess, were delivered to 
the Librarian of the House of Commons 
during the Recess, pursuant to the 
Standing Order of the 14th August, 
1896. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, No. 3792. 


EMIGRATION. 
Copy of Memorandum on the History 
and Functions of the Emigrants’ Informa- 
tion Office. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND), 
Copy of Thirty-fourth Annual Report 


by the Accountant for Scotland to the 
Scottish Education Department. 


ALIENS ACT, 1905. 

Copy of Return of Alien Passengers 
brought to the United Kingdom from 
Ports in Europe or within the Mediter- 
ranean Sea during the three months 
ending 31st March, 1907, together with 
the number of Expulsion Orders made 
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during that period requiring Aliens to 
leave the United Kingdom. 


CONGESTION IN IRELAND (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Copy of Fourth Report of the Royal 
Commission appointed to inquire into 
and report upon the operation of the 
Acts dealing with Congestion in Ireland 
(Minutes of Evidence, taken in London, 
14th to 23rd February, 1907, and 
Documents relating thereto). 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy of List of Public Elementary 
Schools and Certified Efficient Scbools in 
England (excluding Monmouthshire) on 
Ist August, 1906. 

Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
| Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
| Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
| 3793 to 3799 [by Command] to lie upon 
| the Table. 





TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Report, Miscellaneous Series. 
No. 660 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 13, 1997). 

Copy presented of Treaty between the 
United Kingdom and Peru for the Mutual 
| Surrender of Fugitive Criminals. Signed 
| at Lima, 26th January, 1904. (Ratifica- 
' tions exchanged at Lima, 30th November, 
1906) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 





WEST INDIAN SUGAR TRADE. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered Ist May ; Sir Edward Sassoon); 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


(No. 160.] 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 

Copy presented, of Memorandum by 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
upon the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries 
Bill, 1907 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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FEE FUND (HOUSE OF LORDS). 


Account presented, of the Fee Fund of 
the House of Lords from 1st April, 1906, 
to 3lst March, 1907 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


ARMY. 

Copy presented, of Statement showing 
the proposed Financial Control over the 
Expenditure connected with the Terri- 
torial Force [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Forty-ninth Annual 
Report of the General Board of Commis- 
sioners in Lunacy for Scotland [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of 
Committee of Council on 
Scotland, with Appendix, 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 
Copy presented, of Forty-third Annual 


Chief Inspector, being for 1906 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the ‘Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 161.] 
PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


Medway Conservancy. Copy of State 


March, 1907 [by Act]. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Stabling for Scots Greys at Tidworth. 

Captain FABER (Hampshire, An- 
dover): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will state on what 


date the new stabling for the Scots Greys | 


at Tidworth Barracks will be commenced, 
and when it will be finished; and also 
how many horses are now on the strength 
of the regiment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | 


The number of horses now on the 


strength of the regiment is 503. 


at once with the stabling for 


{23 May 1907} 





Report of the | 
Kdueation in } 
1906-7 [by 


respect ing 


| Wilfrid 
ment of Receipts and Expenditure of the | 
Conservators for the year ending 25th | 

| 


A| 
commencement is to be made at Tidworth | 
two 
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squadrons, and it is intended that this 
shall be ready for occupation by the end 
of the manceuvre season. During the 
winter I propose to erect stabling for the 
third squadron, who will, meanwhile, be 
quartered elsewhere. 


Removal of Scots Greys from Edinburgh. 

Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the decision of the Army 
Council respecting the removal of the 
Scots Greys from Edinburgh to Salisbury 
Plain has been rescinded. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
As I stated on the 14th instant, in reply 
to a Question put by the right hon. 
Member for Dublin South, arrangements 
are in course of being made for moving 
the regiment to Tidworth, instead of to 
Bulford. This decision has not been 
rescinded. 


Canadian Tariff. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) : To 


| ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
| Colonies whether, in view of the public 
Report on Alkali, ete., Works by the | 


importance to the trade of this country 
of the negotiations pending between 
Canada and certain foreign countries 
the modification of the 


Canadian tariff in favour of those 


| countries, he will now give the precise 


terms of the statement submitted by Sir 
Laurier to the Conference ex- 
plaining the attitude of the Canadian 


Government on this question. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) I have 


to refer the hon. Member to the Report 
of the Proceedings of the Conference 
which will be laid before Parliament in a 
few days time. 


Municipal Milk Depots. 
Mr. RIDSDALE (Brighton) : To ask 


the President of the Local Government 


Board if he can state the cost of installa- 


tion and of working and the receipts 
of any municipal milk depots for which 


figures may be available, and in particular 
the figures for Liverpool and for St. 
Helens since the year 1900, and those of 
Battersea. 


(Answered ly Mr. John Burns.) The 


following table shows the particulars 
which I have obtained on this subject :— 


2T2 
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| | Year ended 
March (ex- 
Name of | Cost of cept where | Receipts. | Expendi- Remarks. 
Borough. | Installation. | otherwise ture. | 
| | stated), 
Be 4 2, | : 4. 5. 6. 
eke 
| £ | £ £ 
Battersea | 659 | 1903 736 =| 1,124 | The figures for 1907 
| | | are estimated. 
1904 1,536 | 2,113 
1905 1,204 | 1,779 
| 
| 1906 879 | 1,381 
| 1907 796 | 1,259 

Lambeth | 88] | 1965 41 | Depot opened in Feb- 

| ruary, 1906, Column 

1906 16 170 2 shows cost of 
| adapting — premises 
| 1907 236 480 and of fittings and 
| utensils. 

Woolwich | 665 1907 189 198 | Depot opened in No- 
vember, 1906. The 
| particulars relate to 

| the half-year ended 

| 18th May, 1907. 

| Column 2 shows cost 

| of adapt ing premises, 

of furniture, fittings, 

| and apparatus, and of 
| milk delivery plant. 

Bradford 444 1904 ' 659 | 803 | Column 2 shows cost of 

machinery, fixtures, 
1905 { 1,383 1,453 and fittings. 
1906 | 1,555 1,690 
1907 1,974 1,868 
| 

Burnley | 390 1906 | 458 733 | Depot opened in 1905. 
The particulars re- 
| 1907 | 425 640 late to the two years 
| ended March, 1906 
| and 1907. 

Liverpool |(Not distin-| 1901 | 518 2,000 | The particulars relate 
| wuished., Ex- to the years ended 

penditure on 1902 | «1,535 1,335 31st December. 
| furniture and | | 
fittings, ma 1903 2,204 4,259 
| chinery, — re- | | 
| pairs, and al-}| 1904 | 1,676 | 3,634 | 
| terations to | | 
| buildings,&c., | 1905 1,644 3,632 | 
is included in | 
| 1906 1,250 3,206 
| 


Column 5.) | 
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Year ended 
. March (ex- | 
Name of Cost of | cept where | Receipts. | Expendi- Remarks, 
Borough. Installation. otherwise ture. 
stated). 
L. 2. | é | 4 | 6 6. 
Se ee ae a es en ee = 
£ | e | £ 
St. Helens 391 | 1900 187 | 265 | The figures as to 1900 
are for eight months 
1901 328 | 471 only. 
| 
1902 246 | 403 
1903 209 | 440 
| 
1904 140 | 326 
1905 123. | 300 
1906 87 272 
. a ae 
1907 (8 | 56 
Ashton 444 1902 266 | 353 
under- 
Lyne 1903 314 | 449 
1904 350 479 
1905 431 DAT 
1906 114 | 603 
1907 149 HOY 
Dukinfield 990) 1901-3 124 551 Depot closed after two 
| years. Column 5 
shows the cost on 
| the rates. 








Conveyance of C.ttle—‘“‘The Iverna.” | question, the “Iverna” shipped fifty 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.):| cattle, 4,097 sheep, and five swine, and 
To ask the President of the Board of! of these thirteen sheep were lost and 
Trade how m: iny live animals of different | three injured. The inspector who super- 
kinds on board the “Iverna” on her | | intended the shipment reports that there 
passage from Drogheda to Liverpool on | | was no overcrowding, and we are informed 
llth June, 1906, was she registered to | | by the owners of the vessel that the 
carry, and how many of each kind were | ' death of the animals was solely attribut- 
killed or injured on the 7 journey. | able to the excessive heat which prevailed 

| during the voyage. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strache y-) | | Admiralty Committee on Engineer Branch 
My right hon. friend has asked me to | cf Royal Navy — Publication of 
answer this Question. Vessels employed | Majority and Minority Reports. 


in the cattle carrying trade are not) Mr. BONAR LAW (Camberwell, Dul- 
registered to carry any particular) wich): To ask the Secretary to the 
number of animals. On the voyage in) Admiralty whether it is the intention of 
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Questions. 


the Admiralty to publish both the 
majority and minority Reports of the 
Committee which has recently been in- 
quiring into certain questions concerning 
the engineer branch of the Royal Navy 
and the officers of the Royal Marines ; 
and also the remarks of the President of 
the Committee and the Lords Commis- 
sioners of the Admiralty on the minority 


Report, together with the evidence-in- | 


chief upon which the Reports 
presumably based. 


were 


(Answered by Mr, Edinund Lobertson.) 
The Report of the Committee to which 
the hon. Gentleman refers is under con- 
sideration, and the Board are not yet in 
a position to make any statement as to 
the action that may be taken upon it. 


QUESTIONS IN THE ITOUSE. 


Deputy-Lieutenants and the Territorial 
Forces 

Sik F. BANBURY (City of London) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he has assured himself that those 
gentlemen who have been appointed 
deputy-lieutenants during the present 
year are willing and competent to assist 
in organising the Territorial Forces. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Hatpanr, Haddington): No 
chanye has been made as regards the 
qualifications of gentlemen nominated for 
these appointments. 


Disbanded Infantry Battalions 
Supernumerary Majors. 

Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) : On 
behalf of the hon. Member for the Black- 
pool Division of Lancashire, I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War how many 
appointments have been offered to super- 
numerary majors who have hitherto 
served in infantry battalions now dis- 
banded. 


Mr. HALDANE: Up to the present 
time five of these have been 
offered appointments. 


officers 


Cavalry for Scotland. 
CoLonEL HARRISON-BROADLEY 
(Yorkshire, E.R., Howdenshire): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for East 
Down, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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| force. 
; points. I gather from the newspapers 
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| State for War if a regiment of cavalry 
| will be stationed in Scotiand after the 
'Scots Greys have been removed to 
| Salisbury Plain. 


Questions. 


Mr. HALDANE: The allocation of 
cavalry to the Scottish command is 
not yet decided. 


Piershiil Barracks. 
CotongeL HARRISON-BROADLEY: 
On behalf of the hon. Member for East 
Down, I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War on what date it is expected that 
Piershill Barracks will be occupied by 
artillory. 


Mr. HALDANE: The date has not 
yet been definitely decided on. 


Bombay Police. 

Mr. LAIDLAW (Renfrewshire, F.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if a special grant was made by the 
Government of India to enable the Bom- 
bay Goverument to carry out the recom 
mendations of the late Police Commission ; 
if so, will he explain why the recom- 
mendations of the Commission have not 
been carried out in respect of the city of 
Bombay ; if he is aware of the fact that 
dissatisfaction exists in all ranks of the 
police in that city on account of the 
number of their hours and the rate of 
pay ; and if he will take steps to remove 
reasonable grounds of complaint. 


I beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
for India if any improvement has been 
made in the pay and in the conditions of 
| service of the Bombay City Native Police 
' since the recent strike. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Mortey, Montrose Burghs): 
Perhaps the hon. Member will permit me 
to answer his Questions together. Re- 
curring grants of £33,333 in 1905-06 and 
£16,666 in 1906-07 were made to the 
Government of Bombay to assist them in 
carrying out the reforms decided upon as 
a result of the recommendations of the 
Police Commission. How far it has been 
possible to give effect to those reforms in 
| the case of the City Police I do not know. 
| Nor have | any official information as to 

the existence of dissatisfaction in that 
I will make inquiries on these 
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that the strike recently threatened was 
not actually carried out. 


West African Shipping Trade. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastie-under- 
Lyme): I beg toask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
West African Colonial Governments or 
Crown Agents can ship any railway 
materials to the West Coast by any 
other vessels than those of the Elder 
Dempster line ; whether if they employ 
any other shipper they forfeit all the 
rebates due to them from the Elder 
Dempster line ; what the total rebates so 
forfeited would amount to if the monopoly 
were broken now; and whether any 
calculations have been made to see in 
how many years the reduced freight 
obtainable from free competition would 
repay the loss of these rebates. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE For tHE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): There 
is nothing to prevent the Crown Agents, 
as agents for the Governments of the 
West African Colonies and Protectorates, 
from shipping railway materials by other 
vessels than those managed by Messrs. 
Elder Dempster & Company if more 
favourable terms could be obtained. 
The rebates would of course be forfeited, 
but this would be taken into considera- 
tion in comparing rates and it might be 
worth while to forfeit them. In the 


three years 1903-5 the rebates for all | 


the West African Governments averaged 
only £4,500 a year, but of course the 
amount of the rebate in any year varies 
according to the quantity of materials 
shipped. In the absence of the necessary 
data, it is not possible to make the calcu- 


{23 May 1907} 


| Under-Secretary 


1162 


| Imperial Conference — All-British Mai 
Service. 

| Mr. WEDGWOOD: I beg to ask the 
of State for the 
Colonies whether the estimates laid 
| before the Colonial Conference as to the 
number of days that the proposed All- 
| British subsidised mail service would take 
in getting to New Zealand or Australia 
took any account of the time to be spent 
coaling ; if so, where they propose to 
coal ; and, if not, whether any estimate 
has been formed as to the coal capacity 
required to drive a mail steamer from 
Vancouver to Auckland at twenty-one 
knots. 


Questions. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No definite 
scheme was placed before the Confer- 
ence, and the points referred to by the 
hon. Member have not yet been ex- 
| amined, as they will have to be, in severe 
and minute detail. 


Report of the Imperial Conference. 
CotoneEL HARRISON-BROADLEY : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he can now state when 
the verbatim Report of the proceedings 
of the Imperial Conference just concluded 
will be issued ; and whether, in view of 
the importance of many of the subjects 
' under discussion, he will expedite the 
| publication as far as possible and issue 
| separate volumes singly or dealing with 

groups of subjects. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It is hoped that 
the printed Report of the proceedings 
will be issued about the end of this 
/month. Much delay would be involved 
\if separate volumes were issued dealing 
with different subjects. 


lations suggested in the last paragraph | 


of the Question. 


Mr. WEDGWOOD: Would it not be 
better, in view of the growing trade to 
the West Coast, to break these rebates 
as soon as possible rather than wait till 
the sacrifice becomes heavier than at 
present ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: That is a very | 
difficult question of policy which involves | 


Opium for Chinese Coolies in the 
Transvaal. 


CoLoNEL HARRISON-BROADLEY : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for East 
Down, I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 

1of State for the Colonies if the terms 
under which Chinese coolies in the Trans- 
'vaal can obtain opium have now been 
| revised. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The question of 


the balancing of very complicated con- | the amendment of the Ordinance by the 


siderations, and I could not give an 
Answer on the spur of the moment. 


reduction of the maximum amount which 
can be issued was to be brought to the 
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attention of the new Government by | 


Lord Selborne, but I have not heard what 
decision has been taken. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
Has the right hon. Gentlemen seen a 
Report by the Commissioner of British 
Central Africa to the Colonial Office 
attributing the immunity from fever and 
the exceptional good health enjoyed by 
the Sikhs to the moderate and medicinal 
use of opium ? 
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Mr. KEARLEY: I am aware thata 


(Questions. 


‘certain portion of the cotton tissues 


including muslins, exported 


from this 
country to Germany are sent in what is 
termed in the German official returns 
the “improvement trade,” é.¢. for 


| the further manipulation, finishing, ete, 


| Very little of this, however, comes back 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir, but I | 


will inquire as to that. 


Board of Trade Returns. 
Mr. FORSTER (Kent, Sevenoaks) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for 
Darlington, I beg to ask the President of 


machinery classification in the annual 
statements of the trade of the United 
Kingdom, and the difficulty of comparing 
the growth of trade in any particular 
branch of the engineering industries ; 
and whether he will take steps, by the 
appointment of a Departmental Com- 


classification of this industry in closer 
accord with the present organisation of 
the trade. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECKE- 
TARY to THE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. KEartey, Devonport): The Board 
of Trade will take steps to consult repre 
sentative organisations of tianutacturers 
or traders interested and will also 
the question raised by the hon. Member 
to the Departmental Committee which 
meets every autumn for the purpose of 
considering suggestions affecting the 
form and scope of the trade accounts to 
be issued for the ensuing year. 


refer 


German Muslin Imports. 

CoLoNEL HARRISON-BROADLEY : 
I heg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he is aware that a large part of 
the exports of muslins to Germany are 
not genuine exports, but consist of 
muslins in the grey, sent to Germany to 
be finished there and subsequently re- 
imported ; and whether he has any 
information showing the magnitude of 
this finishing trade. 


to the United Kingdom, the whole 
amount of the German _ re-exports of 
ordinary cotton piece goods to this 


country in 1905 in this “improvement 
trade ” amounting only to about £90,000, 


Secondary Schools. 
CoLoneEL HARRISON-BROADLEY: 


On behalf of the hon. Member for East 
| Down, I beg to ask the President of 


the new 
secondary 


Education when 
dealing with 


the Board of 
regulations 


: Soak : | schools will be in the hands of Members. 
the Board of Trade if his attention has | - 


been drawn to the imperfections of the | 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Mr. McKEeNNA, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): The Regulations in 
question are receiving careful considera- 
tion and are not yet finally drafted. I 
hope that they may be issued early in 


| June. 
mittee or otherwise, to rearrange the | 


| Wick) : 


United States and Germany. 

Mr. FORSTER (Kent, Seve noaks) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for 
Darlington, | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he is 
aware that among the concessions granted 
by the United States to Germany are the 
abandonment hy the United States 
Government of its secret special agents 
service so far as Germany is concerned, 
the continuance of the present policy of 
affording open hearings when requested 
by importers or consignees of German 
goods, and the acceptance of, as evidence, 
and the careful consideration of certifi- 
cates of German Chambers of Commerce 
giving wholesale prices of German manu- 
factures ; and whether, in the event of 
the treaty including these concessions 
being ratitied, the same concessions would 
be extended to this country by the opera- 
tion of our most-favoured-nation treaty 
with the United States. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir 
Epwarp GkrEyY, Northumberland, Ber- 
I do not understand that the 
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special agents’ service is to be abandoned, 
though changes are to be made in the 
conditions under which their work has 
hitherto been carried on. The policy of 
affording open hearings in reappraisement 
cases will be subject to this procedure 
being not detrimental to the public 
interest. Certificates of Chambers of 
Commerce will not be invariably recog- 
nised without other evidence. 
cessions in respect of these matters will 
be for the benefit of all countries. 


British Shipping Claims against Russia. 

Sind. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker 
mouth): | beg to ask the Seeretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs how many cases 
are still outstanding with the Lussian 
Government in connection with disputes 
about ships injured or detained during 
the Russo-Japanese war. 


Sin EDWARD GREY: There are 
twelve altogether, four of which are 


pending before the prize court at Libau. 
In one of the others, His Majesty's 
Government have proposed arbitration, 
and the same course will be advocated 
with regard to the others if they cannot 
he settled satisfactorily in any other way. 


Banagher Grazing Farm Dispute. 

Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. Al 
hans): | beg toask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Livutenant of Ireland whether he 
isaware that the police at Banagher, county 
Roscommon, were, until 
3th instant, engaged in trying to re 
over quantities of eattle which had heen 
scattered from grazing farms on Friday 
the 10th instant; and, seeing that the 
local police of Ballintubber were over 
powered by a crowd and driven back to 
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date. A prosecution has been directed 
against twelve persons for unlawful 
assembly in connection with the driving 
of Mr. Payne’s cattle. The case is sub 


judice. 


The con- | 


} 


Mr. CARLILE: Were the police, as a 
matter of fact, overpowered ? 


Mr. CHERRY : To this extent : they 
were few in number, the crowd was a 
large one, and they thought it prudent 
not to interfere. They afterwards re- 
covered the cattle. 


Allotments and Small Holdings. 

Sin Jd. RANDLES: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister if he will lay upon the 
Table a Memorandum of such evidence as 
is contained in Parliamentary Papers 
showing that the demand for allotments 
and small holdings is adequately met by 
existing supplies. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir H. Camp- 
BELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : No, 
Sir, as full information on this subject 
exists in Parliamentary Papers, it is 
unnecessary for me to add to their number. 


Trish Council Bill. 


Sirk FL BANBURY asked the Prime 


| Minister when it was proposed to take 


Monday the | 


barracks, and that several hundreds of | 


cattle were then driven off farms be- 


longing to graziers, will he state what | 


action he proposes to take. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, (Liverpool, 
Exchange): The right hon. Gentleman 
has asked me to reply. ‘lhe facts are 
not correctly stated in the Question. On 
Friday, the 10th instant, twenty-three 
head of cattle belonging to Mr. Payne 
were driven off a farm near Ballintubber. 
The cattle were restored to te owner on 
the same evening. No other cattle were 
driven off farms in the district on that 


| 


the Second Reading of the Irish Council 


Bill. 
sir H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN : 


| think the hon. Baronet had better pat 
off that Question till Monday. We have 
just returned from our holiday and have 
hardly had time to consider the matter. 


A QUESTION OF PROCEDURE. 

Mr. FORSTER asked the ruling of 
Mr. Speaker as to whether, seeing that 
the proceedings in Committee of Supply 
on the previons Thursday before the 
adjournment were terminated by a 
count-out, it was not necessary that a 
Motion should be made to-day setting 
up Supply again, and also what was the 
proper time for the Chairman of Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report to 
the House the Resolutions agreed to in 
Committee of Supply on the day of the 
Adjournment. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER said that under the 
old practice, if a count took place whilst 
the House was in Committee of Supply, 
it was customary fora Motion to be made 
on the next occasion for Supply, that the 
House do immediately resolve itself into 
Committeo of Supply. Under the new 
system of Supply, which rested upon 
Standing Order 15, that . particular 
Motion was no longer necessary. That 
being so, he ruled that Supply was rightly 
put down as the first order for this day, 
and that no further Motion was required 
to set it up. As to the second question, 


following former precedents, the proper 


time for the Chairman to make his report 
was when he reported any Resolutions 
which might be arrived at to-day. 


Mr. FORSTER: Will last Thursday 
count as an allotted day ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes; the conditions 


of the Rule were complied with. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sirk WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON 
reported from the Committee of Selection ; 
That they had discharged the following 


respect of the Butter and Margarine Bill), 
Mr. Harwood, and had appointed in 
substitution, Mr. Duckworth (in respect 
of the Butter and Margarine Bill). 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SUPPLY [10TH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. Emmotr (Oldham) in the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1907-8. 


Cuass II. 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£77,840, be granted to His Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1908, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries, and of Royal Botanic Gardens, 
Kew, including certain Grants in Aid.” 
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*Mr. COURTHOPE (Rye, Sussex) 
rose to move a reduction of the Vote by 
£100 for the purpose of raising the ques- 
tion of the administration of the Hop Act 
of 1866, and to ask why the Act had not 
been applied to foreign as well as to 
British hops. He said that he had 
discussed the matter to a _ certain 
extent with the hon. Baronet represent- 
ing the Board of Agriculture, and 
he gathered that a question might be 
raised as to whether it was a matter of 
administration or one requiring legisla- 
tion. He was surprised at the suggestion 
that legislation was required for the 
application of the Hop Act of 1866 to 
foreign hops, because he thought it was 
quite clear to anyone who had studied 
the question that the Board of Agricul- 
ture not only had power to apply the 
Act to foreign hops, but had a. statu- 
tory obligation imposed upon it. He 
would try and convince the Committee 
that it was only an administrative matter. 
It was clear from the Act itself that 
foreign as well as British hops were 
included. The first section contained 
the words “any person, whether 
a subject of His Majesty or not.” He 
did not think that those words would 


Supply. 


, : é -© | be there unless it was the intention of 
Member from Standing Committee B (in |.” — : 


the House that all hops wherever grown, 
should be in- 
cluded. He did not for a moment con- 
tend that Sections 2 and 3 applied to 


| foreign hops, but Section 5, which dealt 
| with mixing, expressly included not only 


the grower, but “any person who shall 


sell or expose for sale,” and Section 6 
imposed penalties “on any person selling 


| the vendor in this country. 


| or exposing for sale hops which are not 


marked in the manner prescribed by the 
former section,” and added the words “or 
place.” Those words were quite unneces- 
sary so far as English hops were concerned, 
and the only raison detre for them 
was to bring in foreign hops grown 
by people outside our jurisdiction, and to 
impose responsibilities and liabilities on 
The same 


| principle was continued right through the 


| Act. 





Section 18, for instance, imposed an 
express obligation on the vendor. Words 
were there inserted which were redundant 
so faras British hops were concerned, 


| and were simply inserted for the purpose 
| of including foreign hops. 


Section 7, and 
Section 7 alone, differentiated between 
sritish and foreign hops. All the other 
sections used the word “ hops ” generally, 





1168 


ssex) 
te by 
ques- 
» Act 
1 not 
is to 
had 
rtain 
sent- 
and 
t be 
ar of 
visla- 
stion 
the 
6 to 
was 
died 
‘icul- 
- the 
fatu- 
He 
ittee 
tter. 
that 
were 
ined 
ther 
He 
ould 
n of 
Wh, 
in- 
con- 
| to 
ealt 
nly 
hall 
n 6 
ling 
not 
the 
‘¢ or 
ces- 
ed, 
lem 
wn 
1 to 
on 
me 
the 
[an 
rds 
ant 
ed, 
Ose 
ind 
een 
her 


lly, 





1169 Supply. {23 May 1907} Supply. 1170 
without any qualification. He main- | Act of 1866. The Acts which were 
tained, therefore, that the Act was | consolidated applied to all hops, whether 


clearly intended to apply to all classes 


of hops. It was abundantly clear, 
he thought, that the regulations 


and restrictions imposed by the Act 
could be applied to foreign hops. 
He would, however, go further, and 
endeavour to convince the Committee 


not only that it could, but that the | 


Act was intended by the House of 
Commons in 1866 to apply to foreign 
hops. If anyone studied the preamble of 


the Act and read the Second Reading | 
dsbate on the subject, especially the | 


speech of Mr. Huddleston who introduced 


the Bill, it would be seen that the Act | 


was no new law, but was an Act simply to 
consolidate and make effective the law 
already existing. In order to get a 
clear view of the object and inten- 
tions of the Act, they had to look 
at the law as it existed prior to the 
Act of 1866. There were on the Statute 
Book at that time four or five Acts. The 
first was dated 1710 in the reign of 
Queen Anne, and three or four others were 
passed in the reign of George IIL, 


imposing regulations as to the mark- | 


ing and mixing of hops. Those regula- 
tions were imposed for the sole 
purpose of the hop duty. That duty 
was not only an excise duty, but an 
import duty, and the marking and 


mixing Acts which had been passed 
affected foreign hops coming into this 
country as well as hops which were 


British grown. The Act of 1866 merely 
consolidated the previous Acts. 
old days part of the marking was carried 
out by the Revenue officials, and part by 
the grower, the latter indicating the 
place of growth, whilst the former 
marked the weight. 
duties were repealed in 1861, the 
functions of the Revenue officials to mark 
the weight naturally ceased, and that 
gave rise to opportunities for fraud and 


false marking which were taken ad- | 


vantage of by certain unscrupulous hop- 
growers and merchants. In order to do 
away with those abuses the Act of 1866 
was brought in and passed by Parliament. 
He would point out that when the hop 
duty was repealed in 1861, the Legis- 
lature was careful not to repeal the 
regulations as to marking and mixing 
so far as the growers and vendors 
were concerned, and it was those regu- 
lations which were consolidated by the 


In the | 


When the hop | 


sritish or foreign. Not only, therefore, 
was the Act of 1866 intended to apply 
|to foreign hops, but it actually did so 
|apply. He was quite conscious that it 
might be said, ‘‘Oh, that is all very well, 
but it never has been applied. Surely the 
mere fact that it never has been applied 
is strong evidence that it could not 
ibe applied?” He thought, however, 
that there was a good answer to that 
suggestion. The Act was passed in 
1866, and that was a time of great 
prosperity for the British grower. From 
1859 to 1878, with the exception of one 
year, there was a steady and material 
| increase in the prosperity of the British 
hop-grower. That might, to a fairly accu- 
rate degree, be measured by the acreage 
‘under hop cultivation. In 1859, when the 
period of prosperity began, the hop acre- 
age totalled something over 45,000, and 
in 1870 it had risen to just under 72,000 
acres, so that there was an increase of 
over 26,000 acres during that period. 
At that time also, not only was thee 
great prosperity at home, but there were 
no prohibitive tariffs against British hops 
in the markets of competing countries. 
British hops could and did hold their 
own not only in our own market but in all 
the hop markets of the world. The foreign 
growers then could not dump their sur- 
plus rubbish in our market, as they did 
to-day, without any liability of reprisal 
on our part. They sent us their hops, 
it was true, but they sent only their 
best, and then, as now, they marked 
their best hops. The influx of the worst 
type of foreign hop—-the rubbish—did 
not commence until a long time after the 
| Act was passed, and there was absolutely 
no occasion for the administrative powers 
placed in the hands of the Board of 
| Agriculture to be set up as far as foreign 
hops were concerned. In 1879 the 
period of prosperity ceased and the 
period of depression set in. In that year 
came the heavy German tariff, and from 
that time might be dated the collapse of 
the British hop industry. Matters were 
made worse in 1883 when the United 
States passed their Tariff Revision Bill, 
which increased the tariffs in America 
as they had been increased in Germany. 
|The MeKinley tariff of 1890 and the 
| Dingley tariff of 1897 did not improve 
| matters, so that our hop industry went 
from bad to worse. In those early days 
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the foreign markets were open to us in 
the same way as our markets were open 
to foreigners, and we were able, as he 
had said, to hold our own, so that no 
occasion arose to take any steps against 


the influx of foreign rubbish which 
was now dumped down here. Under 


the protective system which existed in 
other countries, foreign markets were 
secured from our competition, but they 
were able to send all their rubbish over 
to us, unmarked and mixed just as it 
suited them. We had cheap Belgian hops 
mixed with Bavarian hops, coming over 
to us in consignments unmarked, un- 
dated, and with no sort of warranty 
or guarantee, and the result was great 
injury to the British hop-growers and, 
indirectly, to many other classes of 
the community. The result of this 
“dumping,” which began in 1879, and 
which had been gradually getting worse, 
was that the acreage of hops, which was 
nearly 72,000 in that year, had fallen to 
46,000 acres, and was still falling, 
whilst British growers were absolutely 
powerless to prevent foreign rubbish 
coming into our markets and taking 
the bread, so to speak, out of 
their mouth. It might be said, as no 
doubt it would be said by the hon. 
3aronet, that the Select Committee 
which sat on the hop industry in 1890 
reported against the marking of foreign 
hops. He would read the section of the 
Report in question. ‘They said— 

** Evidence has been given as to the ex- 
pediency of compelling the marking of toreign 
hops in the same manner as English-grown 
hops ave marked. The foreien hops which are 
imported into this country come without any 
special marks guaranteeme the distriets in 
which they are grown, Your Committee, 
however, are unable to see that the interest of 
English hop-growers can be promoted by 
requiring any certilicate of origin of such 
foreign hops, thus giving greater security to 
purchasers of them.” 

He maintained that the reasoning there 
was absolutely false. Moreover, while 


the Committee based their opinion 
on their confidence that more _pros- 
perous times were at hand, matters 


had been steadily getting worse. The 
acreage figures before the Committee 
showed 57,700 under hops in this country, 
and it had now fallen to 46,000. That 
showed that the Committee were entirely 
wrong in their expectations, and he 
maintained that they were wrong in 
reporting against the marking of foreign 
hops. Another was that the 
Mr. Courthope. 
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relation of imports and exports had 
entirely changed. At the time the Act 
of 1866 was passed the imports of hops 
were 82,479 cwts. and the exports 
In 1904, however, when the 
depression reached its climax, the imports 
were 313,667 cwts. and the exports only 
13,878. The imports, therefore, were 
now more than twenty-four times the 
That showed that the whole 
conclusions upon which the Select Com- 
mittee based their Report had _ been 


| falsified, and all their expectations had 


‘come to nothing. 


' to him were marked in the right 


He maintained also 
that the reasons on which they based 


their expectations were quite wrong, 


Foreign hop growers were no fools, and 
if it had been to their advantage they 
would have marked their consignments 
voluntarily. He was perfectly aware 
that a number of them did so, but 
the hops so marked were only the best 
quality, and it was not the best quality 
that the British growers feared. What 
they objected to was the “dumping” of 
foreign rubbish on our markets. The 
allowing of foreign hops of inferior quality 
to come into our market free of restric- 
tions had given rise to a most mischievous 
system of gambling in futures. That 
system, as far as hops were concerned, 
had struck the hardest blow _ that 
had ever been struck at the British 
industry. Forward contracts were made 
on foreign hops which it was impossible 
to make with British hops,  becanse 
British growers could not guarantee 
to produce a certain amount of hops 
in any year. They might have a 
hac year and prodicee next to nothing, 
or they might have a good year and 
produce a heavy crop. Forward contraets, 
however, were freely entered into by 
foreign producers and were a source of 
much of the inferior hops which came 
into the British market. It was the 
opinion of many experts that if the 
regulations of the Act of 1866 were im- 
partially applied to foreign and British 
hops it would have the effect of very 
largely checking that mischievous gamb- 
ling, and stopping much of the inferior 
grade of hops coming into this country. 
The question was how were those regu- 
lations to be applied. The provisions of 


| the Act imposed a liability on the vendor. 


Surely the vendor could look after him- 
self, and see that the hops supplied 
way, 
and that they were up to the qnality 
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required. He would not take the risk 
of being liable for a fraud committed, not 


by himself, but by the foreign grower | 


who had suppliedhim. ‘They need not, 
therefore, consider the vendor. The 
obligation to mark the hops was there, 
and all he asked the Board of Agricul- 
ture to do was to apply it, and thus confer 
a lasting benefit upon the British hop 
industry. The Hop Trade _ Associ- 
ation was a powerful body in this country, 


and perfectly capable of testing the quality | 
that | 


of foreign hops, and seeing 
they were up to sample. At present, 
they could not do so, because they 
had received no assistance from 
the Government in the matter. If the 
Government would administer the Act 
of 1866 impartially, the Hop Association 
would be quite capable of meeting all 
the difficulties which might arise. 
He believed that the vast majority 
of the hop growers and hop factors, 
and a great many of the hop mer- 
chants in the country desired such a 
change. He had a letter from Mr. 
Griftiths, the Chairman of the Hereford 
and Worcestershire Hop Growers’ Associa- 
tion, assuring him of the cordial support 
of all the growers in those counties, and 
asking if there was any way in which 
they could assist him in his efforts to get 
the Act applied impartially. Similar 
resolutions had been passed by innumer- 
able farmers’ clubs and agricultural 
associations throughout the various hop- 
growing counties, and he thought the 
vast majority, if not the whole, of the 
rowers in this country approved of what 
he was doing. He did not pretend that 
there was no opposition, but opposing 
suggestions had all taken the same line 
as the Committee of 1890 took, saying 
that if marking regulations were imposed 
on foreign hops it would do the foreigner 
good rather than the English grower, 
because iv would be a sort of Govern- 
ment guarantee. He had never heard 
such a ridiculous suggestion. When the 
Government imposed marking regulations 
with regard to margarine they did not 
make themselves liable. They merely 


said that the producer should state what | 


the package contained, and should be liable 
if he made a false declaration. That 
was all they asked with regard to hops. 
There was no question of a Government 
guarantee. A very few words were 
sufficient to deal with the objections to 
his suggestion. It was not only a 
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hop-growers’ question; it was also a 
‘labour question. The hop industry was 
| the most important industry as far as the 
| agricultural labourer was concerned, for 
it employed more hands per acre than 
any other agricultural industry in ex- 
istence. Anything which could be done, 
| therefore, to help the hop industry would 
go far towards helping that movement 
which both sides of the House were so 
keen upon, viz. that of getting the 
people back to the land. It would also 
mean the employment of hundreds of 
thousands of people who lived in the 
slums of the great cities. At the time 
of hopping they went down into the 
country for six weeks, and had not only 
healthy, but profitable, employment. It 
was good for their pockets, for their 
health, and for their physique, and 
anything which could be done to re- 
establish the hop industry upon anything 
like its old basis would tend to im- 
prove the health of the people in the 
slums. He thought he might say on 
behalf of all sections of the community 
that anything that could be done to help 
the hop industry should be done. He 
only reminded the Board of Agriculture 
of a duty which already rested upon 
them, but which they had never dis- 
charged. He was sure the hon. Baronet 
representing the Board in the House of 
Commons would give the matter his 
consideration. It was not a Varty 
question. He knew it might be sug 
gested that he was asking for protection, 
but he could assure the Committee there 
was no question of Party in the matter at 
all. The movement was supported by 
all classes and parties in the hop-growing 
districts. He would read one letter he had 
received from a prominent Liberal and 
free trader in his own constituency. He 
was the Chairman of the Liberal Associa- 
tion there, and as such fought strenuously 
against him at the last general election, so 
that any accusation that this was a 
Party or protective matter fell to the 
ground, That gentleman had assisted him 
very largely in the movement, and, in 
fact, suggested that he should take action 
in the matter. He said 

“1 marking hops would prove an advantage 
| to the foreigner, why does he not and why has 
| he not marked them long ago? Js there any- 
thing to prevent him? !s he lacking in 
| shrewdness? I think not. There is but one 
| deduction to be drawn. 
| ‘‘The fact is that marking would prevent 
the mixing, and this is an all-important point 
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which Mr. Amos has apparently lost sight of 
altogether. Our foreign competitors are iree 
to mix hops of various qualities and sell them 
under the best name er can find, and they 
doso. Merchants and factors buy them and 
brewers use them. 


‘*T have before me a circular issued by a 
large foreign firm where the lowest grades of 
continental hops are offered to their customers 
‘fit for mixing,’ and showing a great saving in 
cost. Can sucha thing be done here? Lam 
glad to answer, No. And I contend that, just 
as margarine must be sold as such, and not as 
butter, so these hops should be sold for what 
they are, and nothing else. 


‘“*The ‘forward contract’ system would 
receive an effective blow, in my opinion, and 
brewers would buy English hops and consumers 
would drink good old English beer. 


Supply. 


‘*T close with a recent quotation from Mr. 
Lloyd-George :—‘ Many a british industry has 
been completely wiped out by privileges con- 
ceded by our own institutions to foreigners.’ 

“ Let us have fair play which is the essence 
of free trade.” 


This was a very pressing question, 
and he appealed, nay, more, he 
demanded, on behalf of the  hop- 


growers of this country that the statu- 
tory restrictions which were applied to 
British hops should in future, as they 
ought to have been in the past, be 
applied to foreign hops. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries and Wages) be 
reduced by £100."—(Mr. Courthope.) 


Mr. ROGERS (Wiltshire, Devizes) 
said he wished to bring before the notice 
of the Committee the method in which 
the present swine fever regulations of 
the Board of Agriculture were operating 
in a number of counties. They were so 
restrictive in their character as_ to 
amount almost to prohibition of — pig- 
breeding in many country districts. 
At present, anyone who wanted to 
move swine had to obtain an order, 
and it could only be obtained after a 
lapse of twenty-eight days. The condi- 
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tions governing the industry, however, | 
made it necessary to move swine at | 
periods of twenty-one days, and the 
statutory period of twenty-eight days 
caused very great inconvenience, and in 
some cases hardship, upon a large number 
of deserving agriculturists, particularly 
small holders and farmers. He knew 
the Board of Agriculture were animated 
by great zeal in their crusade against 
swine fever, and he entirely sympathised 


Mr. Courth ope. 
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with them in their object, but the regu- 
lations and restrictions which in the past 
the Board had put into force had been 
sufficient without their going to the present 
rigorous lengths to reduce swine fever. 
In 1892 there were 16,068 cases, and 
in 1905 there were only 817. In 
his own county in 1894 there were 
256 cases and in 1905 there were only 
thirty-one cases. He therefore contended 
that the moderate restrictions the Board 
of Agriculture had hitherto imposed had 
been sufficient to effect an enormous 
improvement, and that it was quite 
unnecessary to go to any further 
length to stamp out the disease. The 
breeders themselves would very much 
welcome the eradication of the disease, 
but he submitted that the Board in 
approaching the question should give full 
value to the work done in the past. At 
present a number of people were bound to 
give up the breeding of pigs, and a large 
number were also saying that it would 
pay them very much better to defy the 
Board, move their swine, and pay the 
fine rather than incur the great pecuniary 
loss of keeping their swine without 
moving them. ‘Lhat, he submitted, would 
be a very undesirable state of things. 
He earnestly asked the hon. Baronet to 
see if he could not remove the more 
rigorous restrictions and continue to 
fight swine fever by the methods which 
had been so successful during the last 
fifteen or twenty years. 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
said he wished to confirm the remarks 
made by the hon. Member for De- 
vizes. ‘The question had excited a 
good deal of feeling in Wiltshire, and 
he had been approached by several 
important farmers in that county, who 
had asked him to bring the matter before 
the hon. Baronet. The hardship upon 
the farmers was undoubted. If they sent 
away a sow they were unable to move it 
again within a certain period, and conse- 
quently they were unable to obtain that 
number of litters in a year which made 
pig-breeding profitable. They asserted 
that that particular regulation did not 
assist the stopping of swine fever. The 
moving of the sow at twenty-one or twenty 
days instead of twenty-eight or twenty-nine 
days would not, they said, interfere with 
the eradication of swine fever; in fact, 
swine fever was generally propagated by 
store-pigs, and not by breeding sows. He 





C6! 


tio 
th 


sw 
far 
pik 
thi 
an 
an 
sh« 
hoy 
thi 


176 


egu- 
past 
been 
sent 
ver, 
and 

In 
vere 
only 
ided 
oard 
had 
10s 
uite 
ther 
The 
uch 
ASE, 
| in 
full 
At 
d to 
irge 
yuld 
the 
the 
lary 
lout 
yuld 
ngs. 
, to 
ore 

to 
rich 
last 


lon) 
irks 
De- 
| a 
and 
eral 
who 
fore 
pon 
sent 
e it 
nse- 
chat 
ade 
ted 
not 
The 
nty 
rine 
vith 
act, 
by 
He. 





1177 Supply. 


did not know whether there was any- 
thing in that contention, but the feeling 
of the farmers of Wiltshire was so great 
that he was inclined to think they were 
correct. He gave the Board of Agricul- 
ture every credit for their endeavours to 
stop swine fever, and he recognised that 
certain inconveniences must arise ; but 
he suggested that this partisular regula- 
tion was not necessary, and that if 
the Board went back to the regulations 
which had hitherto existed with regard 
to breeding sows they would not spread 
swine fever, whilst they would assist 
farmers to carry on their business as 
pig-breeders. Pig-breeding was one of 
the most profitable agricultural industries, 
and, if they were to have small holdings, 
anything that would foster that industry 
should be carefully considered. He 
hoped the hon. Baronet would reconsider 
the regulations in question. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
said he wished to ask the hon. Baronet 
if he had had under his consideration 
since the Estimates came on last year the 
question of sending to Wales Welsh- 
speaking inspectors, a matter on which 
he had spoken last session. He had now 
just returned from Wales, and knew this 
was a subject which very much interested 
his constituents. It was really a question 
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of the first importance to them, or rather | 
to certain localities in the district, because, | 
as a matter of fact, the Welsh people | 


were so constituted that Shey did not | 


readily take to strangers, and in the 
remote districts where Welsh was _per- 
haps the only language spoken they 
thought they ought to have a Welsh 
inspector. He urged the hon. Baronet, 
therefore, if it was impossible to send 
Welshmen, to send only non-Welshmen 
who could speak Welsh. Of course the 
majority of his constituents spoke both 
languages quite well, but in dealing with 
Welsh farmers and others inspectors could 
not supply satisfactory reports unless 
they could get into sympathy with the 
people amongst whom they had to work, 
and it was notorious that it was difficult 
for an Englishman to get on as well with 
people who did not understand English- 
men and their ways, or perhaps he should 
say preferred Welshmen and Welsh ways. 
The hon. Baronet had sympathetically 
replied to one or two questions he had 
asked him on this and on kindred sub- 
jects, and the question of issuing sheep- 
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dipping notices in Welsh and other 
matters relating to Llanidloes had, he 
thought, been satisfactorily settled, but 
they felt that more could be done by 
making it certain that they did not send 
a man down to inspect their agricultural 
and other operations who could not speak 
the Welsh language. If the hon. Baronet 
would consult his colleague, the President 
of the Board of Trade, he was sure he 
would confirm what he (Mr. Rees) had 
said. 


Supply. 


*Dr. COOPER (Southwark, Bermond- 
sey) thought he would be able to 
point out to the Committee that the 
Government itself was opposed to free 
trade and was supporting protection. 
Notices were issued prohibiting sheep 
and cattle from all other countries, except 
the United States and Canada, entering 
our markets even if they were killed on 
importation. ‘That prohibition was very 
serious. It was very bad for the London 
worker and for the London consumer. 
The Deptford cattle market, like the 
Birkenhead cattle market, was established 
for the reception of cattle from abroad 
for immediate slaughter, and the large 
number of cattle and sheep coming into 
the market gave work to a large number 
of men, andthe London consumer had fresh 
meat properly inspected placed before 
him. Butchers could go to the market 
and select from the stock the number of 
heasts and sheep they required, have 
them killed when they wanted and kept 
in the cool chambers until the Thursday 
or the Friday when they could be brought 
to the shop, so that the consumer had the 
meat placed at his disposal in the best 
possible condition. The existing prohibi- 
tive regulation had stopped the whole busi- 
ness of that market. It prohibited the 
importation of cattle and sheep from any 
European country, and hundreds of men 
who got their living from that market 
had been thrown out of work. It was a 
matter of great importance also to Ber- 
mondsey, whither 80 per cent. of the 
hides were sent, and where the result of 
the regulation had been to stop the 
supply of a large and regular supply of raw 
material. In that district the etfect of the 
regulation had been disastrous, having 
resulted in the closing of several yards. 
He believed a Committee had, after a 
careful computation, arrived at the fact 
that as the result of the prohibition 
regulation at least 1,200 men had been 
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thrown out of work, and it was stated on 
very good authority by persons who had | 
looked into the matter that it meant that | 
£200,000 a year had been lost in wages 
in consequence of the order. It was said | 
by the Board of Agriculture that the 
farmers had lost £2,500,000 through foot- 
and-mouth disease. If the annual loss 
of wages arising from the closing of this | 
market to sheep, etc., was multiplied by 
the years the market had been closed it | 
would be found that labour had lost 
£2,000,000. It was true that cattle and 
sheep entered that market from the 
United States and Canada, but although 
a trade had been built up with those 
countries it was chiefly confined to cattle. 
Very few sheep came across as compared 
with the number that used to come from 
European countries. Last year only 
2,375 came into that market from the 
United States and Canada, instead of the 
800,000 which used to come before all 
sheep and cattle from European countries 
were prohibited. As cattle were now 
only allowed to be imported from the 
United States and Canada the control of 
the supply of beef had practically passed 
into the hands of the beef exporters in 
the United States, and the price of beef 
in London was controlled by about. six 
firms in New York. His statements in 
that regard were confirmed by the 
market reports. If hon. Members looked 
at those they would find the statement 
“Deptford market, 17th April. No 
market today; 1,500 U.S. beasts kept 
back,” and that occurred on several occa- 
sions. That was the case with regard to 
cattle ; but it was very much worse with 
regard to sheep, when only 2,375 came 
into the market instead of 800,000. | 
The consumers of mutton had to 
depend upon either the English supply or 
chilled carcases sent over from Holland, | 
or frozen mutton, which was a very poor 
substitute for that killed at Deptford. | 
Never was the price of mutton so high as 
at the present time. He found, upon look- 
ing at his paper, that the Scottish mutton 
on the previous day had been fetching in 
the market from 5s. to 6s. a stone by the 
earease, That wasfrom &d. to 9d. a pound, 
which was an exceedingly high price by 
the carcase, and meant that a leg of mutton 
would be about Is. ld. a pound. He 
contended that the consumer suffered 
by the prohibition regulation, because it 
restricted the area of supply. There was, 
and could be, no legitimate reason why | 


Dr, Cooper. 
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sheep and cattle fron European countries 
which were officially declared to be free 
from foot-and-mouth disease should not be 
allowed to enter the country. In point 
of fact a preference was being given to 
the United States and Canada which 
amounted practically to protection. In 
his judgment, to maintain sucha preference 
was a violation of the free-trade principle 
upon which the Government came into 
office. It was also protection for the 
British producer at the expense of the 
London consumer and the working man, 
The regulation was put into force in order 
te stamp out foot-and-mouth disease, and 
it was said that no cattle should come from 
any country where foot-and-mouth disease 
existed. Nobody desired that they should, 
All he contended was that cattle and 
sheep should be imported from European 
countries, where foot-and-mouth disease 
did not exist, in the same way as they were 
from the United States and Canada. The 
hon. Baronet last year stated that a case 
of foot-and-mouth disease was found in the 
Islington Cattle Market, and thirty-six 
hours afterwards another case was found in 
the Edinburgh Market and declared, al- 
though there was not a tittle of evi- 
dence to go upon, that the disease, in some 
mysterious way, was not only carried from 
Islington to Edinburgh, but had developed 
in thirty-six hours. Had the Board‘of Agri- 
culture only consulted the veterinary sur- 
geonson their staff, they would have known 
that the period of incubation of foot-and- 
mouth disease was from forty-eight hours to 
six days. It was true that the baccillus of 
foot-and-mouth disease had not been 
isolated, but neither had that of small-pox, 
and no one disputed that the incubatory 
period of small-pox was not well known. 
Still, he could not see why the Board 
of Agriculture should not accept the 
veterinary opinion that the period of incu- 
bation was from two to six days, and that 
the ordinary time was three days. He con- 
tended that no case had been made out 
against Deptford. The Board of Agricul- 
ture had never been able to trace the out- 
break of a single case of foot-and-mouth 
disease that came from Deptford. It could 
not occur at Deptford. In the first place 
the cattle and sheep had to passa veterinary 
inspection in the countries from which they 
came ; they then had to be inspected here ; 
and they could not leave the market alive, 
because the Act required them to be slaugh- 
tered within ten days. Besides which, in 
the countries from which, he contended, 
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eattle should come the method of dealing | 
with foot-and-mouth disease was much | 
more strict than in thiscountry. Whena 
case of foot-and-mouth disease was found in 
Holland, the military were called out, 
acordon was drawn round the farm, and no 
man or woman or living thing was | 
allowed ingress or egress until the matter 
was dealt with. They disinfected the 
farm and burnt the hay and not oniy the 
cattle which had the disease, but those | 
which had been in contact with them. | 
But we were not allowed to import | 
cattle from such a country as Denmark, | 
where the rules in respect to foot: | 
and-mouth disease were still more 
stringent because of their dairy industry. 

Upon all these grounds he could see no 
reason Why the Board of Agriculture 

should not withdraw the existing prohibi- 

tory erderand allow cattle and sheep ex- 

ported from countries officially declared 

to be free from foot-and-mouth disease to 
come over for immediate slaughter. It was 
not asked that those cattle should come 
over for stock purposes, but that they 

should be admitted under the same con- 

ditions as those from the United States 
and Canada, and that the London con- 

sumer should have the advantage of 
active competition. Lord Carrington 

would serve a very useful purpose if, by 

a stroke of the pen, he allowed those 

cattle to come in, and by so doing put 

again a large number of men into employ 

ment. 


*Mr. BOWERMAN (Deptford) said 
he desired to appeal to the hon. Baronet 
from a purely labour point of view, and 
in making that appeal he believed he 
would have the support of the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, who in con- 
junction with the hon. Baronet had lately 
inspected the Deptford Cattle Market. 
During the inspection he had ascertained 
that so far as disease was concerned, it 
was not possible for any disease to come 
out of the market. The system of in- 
spection was so stringent that he was 
assured that it would be impossible for 
any such risk to arise. The market was a 
city market, and cost nearly half a million 
to build, and he appealed strongly to the 
hon. Baronet, having regard to the un- 
fortunate conditions prevailing there, 
to give the reasons advanced by his | 
hon. friend fair consideration. He did | 
not wish to suggest that it was a/| 
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question of protection, but the fact 
remained that in both Holland and 


Denmark ‘every precaution was taken to 
ensure that the cattle exported were free 
from disease, and he believed both 
countries had for some four or five years 
been officially declared to be free from 
disease. If that was so, combined with 
stringent inspection on this side, he 
failed to see how any possible risk 
could be run of spreading foot-and- 
mouth disease in this country. He 
asked the hon. Baronet for his favour- 
able consideration, and trusted that, 
in the interests of labour, the Board of 
Agriculture would remove the restriction 
at the earliest possible moment. 


*Mr. JACKSON (Greenwich) said 
that although his hon. friends the Mem- 
bers for Bermondsey and Deptford had 
rather anticipated what he wished to say, 
he would venture to intervene in the 
debate, because he had the honour of pre- 
siding at a public meeting convened 
in November last, consisting of repre- 
sentatives of the neighbouring constitu- 
encies of Lewisham, Greenwich, Deptford 
and Woolwich, at which a resolution was 
passed urging on the President of the 
Board of Agriculture the immediate 
necessity of removing the restrictions on 
the importation of live cattle and sheep for 
the Deptford Cattle Market from countries 
which had been officially declared to be 
free from disease. Upon that occasion 
in the course of the discussion reference 
was made to a deputation which had 
waited on the President of the Board of 
Agriculture with regard to those restric- 
tions. The deputation pointed out that 
they were prohibited from importing cattle 
from countries although those countries 
were officially declared to be free from 
disease, and that they desired the restric- 
tion to be removed. In reply the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture said he 
did not think they would have to wait 
very long before they realised their 
desire. Some thought the time had now 
arrived when their desires in the matter 
should be realised, for it appeared from a 
letter from the Danish Minister to the 
Association for the Repeal of Unnecessary 
Restrictions at Deptford Cattle Market 
that there had been no case of foot-and- 
mouth disease in Denmark since July, 
1904, and they were looking to the hon. 
Baronet for some encouragement in that 


2U 
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in that respect. But he could not help 
thinking that such a Bill would not be 
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direction. When they could refer to | 
countries which had been declared offi- 
cially to be free from disease they had a/| very beneficial unless something was done 
right, not in the interest of Bermondsey, | to start co-operative societies among the 
or of Deptford, or of Greenwich, but| smallholders who were to be set up. | 
of the whole country, to ask that the | Co-operation had done much in the past 
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prohibition should be removed. The} in helping such men to dispose of their : 
present system was one of absolute pro-| produce and in giving them an oppor. 
tection in regard to the cattle coming in| tunity of purchasing seeds and manures ( 
from the United States and Canada | in the best markets, and without co. 
He quite agreed with the Minister for) operation they could not expect small | 
Agriculture that where a country was! farmers to solve the difficult problem of j 
not officially declared to be free from! marketing their produce. Denmark and ] 
disease it was necessary to continue the | Ireland supplied proofs of that conten- i 
restriction, and that it would mean aj tion. The great agricultural prosperity ( 
great expense to stamp out the disease if| of Denmark was due to a very large , 
it was again brought in, but he thought | axtent to the system of co-operation in I 
the Minister for Agriculture should} that country. In Ireland the Irish a 
take upon himself the responsibility of | Agricultural Oganisation Society had, ‘ 
allowing cattle to be imported from| asa result of its work in that direction, I 
countries like Denmark which had been | anout ninety branches in different parts of d 
officially declared to be free from disease. | Ireland and a turnover of something like i 
There were several other countries} £2,000,000. The Irish Department of ¥ 
in a similar position. There was no| Agriculture had given valuable assistance 3 
foot-and-mouth disease in Sweden,| and several grants of money to that L 
Denmark, Schleswig-Holstein, Hanover, | Society, and he hoped the Board of Agri- e 
Oldenburg, Westphalia, Holland or the| culture would give equal assistance to a p 
Rhine provinces. His contention was | similar organisation in this country. - 
that the question affected the whole | p 
country, and that anything of a pro-; *Sirm F. CHANNING (Northampton- W 
hibitive character where no danger was | shire, E.) said it was a fallacy to place ee 
likely to arise from the importation of live | reliance altogether on official declarations tl 
cattle was nothing more nor less than! that any particular country was free from a 
protection. It was no local question, | cattle disease, unless there was a guarantee m 


although incidentally it affected many | that along the entire frontiers of the 





trades—fellmongers, tanners, and others! country from which these cattle were 
—which were only matters of local im-| exported there was no risk of infection. M 
portance ; it affected the population of | An official declaration that an area was H 
London and prevented them having a large | free from disease at a particular moment re 
and proper supply of food. As Lord Car-| would not be sufficient reason for cancel- sl 

rington had already expressed the view | ling existing regulations. That would be 

that if any place was officially declared to | a most dangerous ground for the Board 
be free from disease there was no reason | of Agriculture to adopt for doing any- st 
why cattle should not be imported there- | thing of the kind. The matter, it was said, fo 
from, then so far as Denmark and the} had been brought before the House both H 
other countries he had mentioned were | in the general interest of the community ga 
concerned they had made out a case} and in the interest of localities in which it 
with regard to which he hoped they | hardships had been caused by the exist- | of 
would get some satisfactory reply from | ing regulations. By those regulations it on 
the hon. Baronet. | was extremely probable that losses and | y, 
| hardships were inflicted on groups ol on 
*Mr. PARTINGTON (Derbyshire, | individuals and certain districts, but en 
High Peak) said he desired to draw| in determining a national policy upon a we 
attention to what had been done in the| matter of supreme importance the he 
way of co-operation in regard to small) interests of the whole country had to be th 
holdings. He recognised what had been| considered. Looking at the question th 
done by the Board of Agriculture for | from that point of view, he could not but | gg 
the promotion of small holdings, and he| consider it would be inexpedient and th 
believed that a Lill was shortly to be | unwise to relax the regulations and allow ke 
brought in which would facilitate matters | the possibility of a return of such 4] Bp 


Mr, Jackson. 
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disaster to the agriculture of 
country as occurred in the seventies. 
Any one who had gone into the history of 
those times and had considered the 
enormous losses that had been inflicted 
on agriculture and the community gene- 
rally must have come to the conclusion 
that anything approaching the condition 
of things which existed then would be an 
incalculable disaster. But they had to 
look further and consider the whole of the 
interests of the community, as well as the 
prosperity of agriculture. As corn grow- 
ing became unprofitable, agriculture had 
only been able to hold its own by the 
rearing of fat stock and dairy farming. 
Let Members consider the effect of the 
admission of the seeds of foot-and-mouth 
disease into the areas from whence 
London drew its milk supply and 
dairy produce. He knew some of the 
large farmers in Wilts and elsewhere, 
who sent anything from 
3,000 gallons of milk every day to 
London. To run the risk of starting an 
epidemic of foot-and-mouth disease or 
pleuro-pneumonia on the farms from 
which those quantities of milk were sup- 
plied to our great centres of population 
would be ruinous to the farmers con- 
cerned, but more serious still would be 
the result to the population of London 
and of our large towns. ‘To the com- 
munity at large it would be disastrous. 


Dr. COOPER said he thought the hon. 
Member had misunderstood his argument. 
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the| valuable experiments with a view to 


| 


1,000 to} 


He was only asking for repeal of the | 


regulation affecting cattle for immediate 
slaughter, not for cattle generally. 


*Sir F. CHANNING said he under- 
stood hon. Members had been arguing 
for the cancellation of the regulations. 
He would press his point no further than 
saying that the Board of Agriculture, if 
it yielded to the pressure for relaxation 
of the regulations, would commit a very 
serious and dangerous blunder. He 
was not aware that any regulation 
seriously interfered with the supply of 
cattle for immediate slaughter. There 
were one or two other topics upon which 
he hoped to obtain some information from 
the Department. He found fault with 
the Treasury for withholding the finan- 


cial support necessary for dealing with | 


the outbreak of glanders. On the other 
hand, he was glad to notice that the 
Board of Agriculture had carried out 





| 


| 
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obtaining control over the ravages of 
anthrax. He desired to know whether 
those experiments and the inferences to 
be drawn from them as detailed in the 
important Report issued by the Board 
last summer were being carried further, 
and were likely to result in practi- 
cal action in the way of legislation or 
administrative orders for the better 
protection of cattle from that scourge. 
The suggestions made in the Report that 
the disease was caused in some cases by 
infected feeding stuffs and cakes, and in 
other cases by the contamination of many 
refuse materials by which presumably 
human beings also were being infected, 
pointed the way to further inquiries and 
to more'effective measures of stamping out. 
If that were not so, he thought the time 
had arrived for a departmental scien- 
tific inquiry into anthrax. He wished 


also to ask as to one of the most 
urgent and _ pressing questions of 
the day — agricultural education— 


whether the Board was attempting to 
arrive at a working arrangement with 
the Board of Education. It was essential 
that there should be a Joint Committee 
of the two Boards to direct the develop- 
ment of agricultural education. As it 
was now there was no real co-ordination 
and the institutions subsidised by the 
Board were deprived of half their utility. 
He was glad that the Government were 
about to introduce legislation for the en- 
couragement of small holdings, but he 
feared that, without a wider and more 
thorough system of agricultural educa- 
tion, their efforts would be almost fruit- 
The money at the disposal of the 
Board of Agriculture for educational pur- 
poses was wholly inadequate; and he 
hoped pressure would be brought to bear 
upon the Treasury to give a larger grant 
for the purpose. 


less. 


Mr. EVERETT (Suffolk, Woodbridge) 
said that, as the representative of a 
county where swine-feeding was one of 
the most profitable parts of agriculture, 
he joined in the hope which had been ex- 
pressed that the Board of Agriculture, in 
dealing with swine fever, would endea- 
vour to cause as little inconvenience as 
possible to farmers engaged in the 
industry. 


Mr. E. GARDNER (Berkshire, Wok- 
ingham) said there was no matter of 
2U2 
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greater importance or upon which the| enable those who were engaged in it to 
agricultural industry of this country produce an article under conditions which 
felt more keenly than that of protec-| the medical authorities could approve. In 
tion against disease. He thought the| the little homesteads, where tive or ten 
right hon. Member for Wimbledon, if he | animals were kept, they could never 
were rightly credited with having by a| have that sanitary condition of things 
stroke of the pen brought about the con- | that was to be found in larger places, 
dition of affairs under which we had lived | The owners of the small places could 
for the last three or four years, ought to |not afford the sanitary appliances 
be very prond of his achievement. Those | which the larger places could. If the 
who brought forward that scheme had no | regulations were relaxed, and it got 
idea or very little of what an outbreak of | into the minds of those engaged in 
foot-and-mouth-disease really meant. | the dairying industry that disease might 
The hon. Member for Southwark had said | ensue, we should never again secure the 
that if the restriction were removed by | existence of the large herds of cattle 
the Board of Agriculture, disease could | which had hitherto existed, and he could 
not be spread from the market, because | conceive nothing more disastrous to the 
the beasts would be killed there. How | growing population of the country than 
could anyone make a statement of that | that they should in that way be deprived 
kind unless he proposed to disinfect | of their milk supply. What was the 
every man who had anything to do with | main desire of all those who looked for the 
the market? It was well known that | welfare of the race at the present day in 
the disease could be carried out in the | regard to the physical bringing up of the 
clothes, and if that was so, and the disease | people of the country ? It was that they 
made its appearance in Deptford Market, | should have a plentiful and cheap supply 
it was impossible to say that it could | of pure, good milk. He had ventured to 
be isolated there. Ile was sorry to | assert in other assemblies, and he now did 
be in opposition to the hon. Member for} so in’ the House of Commons, that 
Bermondsey or to any of these people | it they could get half a pint of good, 
who might by regulation of the kind com- | pure milk into the stomachs of the 
plained be hampered in getting their| children in the towns as well as of 
living ; but in this case they came into| those in the country, they would be 
competition with the great industry of | doing them more good than by the edu- 
agriculture, which employed the largest | cation they were trying to stultify them 
number of people of any industry in the | with. — [Laughter. | Hon. Members 
country, and the interests of Bermondsey | laughed at that, but they should see the 
were not to be compared with the interests | difference between the two classes of 
of agriculture asa whole. It might be | children—those who got the education 
true that there was little danger of foot-|and those who got the milk. They 
and-mouth disease being introduced by | would not be able to get a sufli- 
live cattle from such countries as Belgium, | cient supply unless there was a 
Holland or Denmark, but if the disease | sense of security on the part of those 
were once introduced the danger would | who were able to produce it, and that 
be enormous, and it was the dread of the | they would not get if they adopted 
introductionof the disease and theamount | proposals such as that brought forward 
of mischief it would do if introduced that | on that occasion. Although he dittered 
led him to urge upon the Board of | from the hon. Baronet in politics, he was 
Agriculture that they should stand firm | sure from what he knew of him that he 
against any relaxation of the provisions | would protect the various interests of 
against the importation of live cattle. |agriculture which had been brought 
One hon. Member had spoken of the great | before the House that afternoon. 
industries which had grown up during | 

the last twenty years round the} *Mr. BECK (Cambridgeshire, Wisbech) 
Deptford Cattle Market, but there | wished to associate himself with what 
was nothing of more importance to} had been said about any relaxation of 
the population of the country as well/the regulations as to the importation 
as the agricultural industry than that the | of cattle. He was sure that any feel- 
dairying industry, which was valuable, | ing of insecurity among stock-breeders 
should be carried out on lines that would! would be a calamity to agriculture. 


Mr. E. Gardner. 
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The matter which he, however, was 


immediately concerned in bringing for- | 
steps | 


ward was as to whether some 
could not be taken to carry out the re- 


{23 May 1907} 


commendations of the Committee upon | 


fruit culture which reported in 1905. It 
was urged by that Committee that a 
sub-department of the Board of Agricul- 
ture should be appointed for the purpose 
of dealing with that subject, and that the 
interests of fruit growers should be dealt 
with by a bureau which should give in- 
formation in regard to markets and so 
forth, He was convinced that the 
industry of fruit growing was one which 
deserved the carnest support of the Board 
of Agriculture. He knew that the Board 
had had the matter at heart. He 
pointed out, however, that it was 
not only a growing industry, but one 
which employed a large number of 
people and therefore did something 
to check the flow of the rural population 
into the towns, a tendency which they 
all so much deplored. He brought the 
matter forward on the same Estimates last 
session, and the hon. Baronet promised 
to consider it. He hoped that that 
consideration had led to something 
which would result in the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee of 1905 being 
carried out. He also called attention 
to the hardship which resulted in cases 
of swine erysipelas. That not being a 
scheduled disorder, farmers received no 
compensation when animals were de 
stroved. Cases of that kind had 
occurred in his own constituency and he 
urged that the disease should be scheduled. 
He feared it was too late to do anything 
for the Chatteris sufferers, but hoped no 
other pig growers would be exposed to 
similar hardship. 


TuE TREASURER or tHe HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir Epwarp — STRACHEY, 
Somersetshire, 8.): In discussing the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for Rye 
in regard to the hop industry, I must say 


at the outset that it is a question whether | 


it is not more a subject of legislation 
than of administration. I do not wish, 
at the same time, to raise the technical 
question that the Board of Agriculture 
has no power toconsider and deal with 
the conditions of this industry ; I merely 
wish to enter a caveat against the ideas 
that there is any obligation at all under 
the present Act imposed upon the Board 
of Agriculture, or that the Board has in 
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any way departed from any duty imposed 
upon them by legislation. The hon. 
Gentleman has referred to the question 
of marking imported hops, and of course 
it is very possible that when there was a 
duty upon imported hops there may 
have been some necessity for the marking 
of them. The hon. Member also referred 
to the decrease of acreage under hop 
cultivation, but that is due to the fact 
that in very prosperous years a great 
deal of land was planted with hops which 
was entirely unsuited for their cultiva- 
tion, and which cannot compete with the 
best growing land abroad or in this 
country, just as is well known a great 
deal of pasture was ploughed up during 
the time of the Corn Laws which 
has been returned to pasture simply 
because it is not fitted for corn. The 
same thing may be said about the grow- 
ing of hops upon unsuitable land. My 
hon. friend also referred to the Report of 
the Hop Industry Committee, but with 
his usual acumen and acuteness he 
saw at once that that Report disposes 
of a considerable portion of his argument. 
But he went on to point out that the 
prophecy of the Committee of more 
prosperous times has been falsified. It 
is a very dangerous thing indeed to 
prophesy, because as a rule prophecies 
turn out to be wrong, but it is quite a 
different thing to make a statement upon 
evidence. The Hop Industry Committee 
reported as follows 
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‘Evidence has been given as to the ex- 
pediency of compelling the marking of foreign 
hops in the same manner as English grown 
hops are marked. ‘The foreign hops which are 
imported to this country come without any 
special marks guaranteeing the districts in 
which they are grown. Your Committee, 
however, are unable to see that the interest 
of English hop growers can be promoted by 
requiring any certificate of origin of such 
foreign hops and thus giving greater security 
to purchasers of them.” 


There were some gentlemen of great 
knowledge and experience of the industry 
on that Committee. Mr. Shaw Lefevre 
was the chairman, and the members were 
Mr. Agg-Gardner, Mr. Biddulph, Mr. (now 
Sir Francis) Channing, Sir Guyer Hunter, 
Mr. Edward Knatchbull-Hugessen, Sir 
Wilfred Lawson, Sir Edmund _Lech- 
mere, Sir Roper Lethbridge, Mr. Long, 
Mr. Jasper More, Mr. Norton, Mr. 
O’Keefe, Mr. Pomfret, Sir Henry Roscoe, 
Mr. Stack, and lastly Mr. Brookfield, 
who had the honour to represent the 
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division which the hon. Gentleman now | 
represents. All of us who sat in this | 
House with Mr. Brookfield know what an | 
expert he was, and what a thorough 
knowledge of hops he had, and yet he 
concurred in ‘the Report of that Com- | 
mitttee. Ido not think therefore that | 
the Board of Agriculture can be expected | 
to agree with the hon. Member in hold- | 
ing that the Committee was probably | 
wrong. I very much doubt, also, if the | 
marking of foreign hops will prevent | 
gambling, which takes place on the corn | 
market just in the same way as on the | 
hop market. The hon. Member said that 
the vast majority of hop-growers desired 
this change, and he said that the Here- 
fordshire and Worcestershire Hop 
Growers’ Association were in favour of | 
it. If that is the case, I cannot help | 
thinking that it must be a new develop- 


ment, and that their interest in the 
matter cannot be very great, for 
they have never made any _ repre- 


sentation to the Board of Agriculture 


on the subject. I cannot agree 
with the hon. Member that the vast 


majority of hop growers desire a change, 
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and I do not think Labour Members would 
wish to encourage casual employment, 
which leads to periods of misery and 
distress. As regards the question of 
swine fever, raised by my hon. friend the 
Member for East Wiltshire, I can assure 
him and the hon. Baronet opposite that 
the Board of Agriculture is taking the 
greatest possible interest in it. Indeed, 
if it be any satisfaction to the hon, 
Gentlemen, I may state that I am person- 
ally interested, because in my own county 
of Somerset there has been a serious out- 
break of swine fever, and the whole of 
the county has been declared an infected 
area. Therefore, the Committee may feel 
assured that in reference to this matter 
I am not only as anxious but as sympa- 
thetic as I can be, and I can only say 
that the restrictions imposed will be 
such as are absolutely necessary for 
the purpose of stamping out the dis- 
ease. My hon. friend the Member 
for East Wiltshire has referred to the 
question of sows sent to a farm for 
breeding purposes. I think the hon. 
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/Gentleman is under a misapprehension 


when we know that in the county of | 


Kent some of the principal hop growers 
have declared that they do not want any 
alteration of the law. 


As far as it is | 


possible to judge from private investiga- | 


tions, from statements at meetings and 
in the Press, the growers of Kent, which, 
after all, it will be allowed is the great 
county in regard to hops, do not want 
any alteration. When great hop growers 
like Mr. Amos and Mr. Berry declare 
that they do not want any alteration of 
the law, that is apparent. It is being 
stated at meetings in Kent, and I am not | 
sure it is not being said in Sussex also, | 
that so far from a change being of any 
advantage it will be a disadvantage and | 
do harm to the trade of the English hop 
grower. It is thought that it will have | 
very much the same effect as the Mer- 
chandise Marks Act, and that its only | 
effect will be to advertise foreign goods, 
and that is the reason why hop growers | 


in Kent think that instead of this 
marking being of any assistance to 
them it will be the reverse. I do 


not think the arguments which have 
been advanced will receive very much 
support from hon. Gentlemen below the 
gangway, when one remembers that 
though there is a great deal of labour in 
the hop industry, it is of a casual character, 


Sir Eduard Strachey. 








on this subject. Another hon. Member 
wrote to me the other day to the effect 
that suppose a sow were sent to a 
farm for breeding purposes, then until 
after twenty-eight days no other sow 
might he sent to that farm. That is 


not so. ‘The fact is this. If a sow is 
taken to a farm no other pigs may 
be removed from that farm until after 


twenty-eight days; but that does not 
prevent another sow from being taken to 
the farm. And very often, at any rate 
in the case of large farms, the landlord, 
anxious to benefit his tenant and the 
people living around, and at the same 
time not to hamper his own business as a 
seller of pigs, takes means to isolate the 
boar at some distance, so that there is 
no necessity for isolating the whole of the 
premises. I think difficulties can be got 
over, but at the same time the Board are 
strongly of opinion that the restriction 


| that no sow should be sent off a farm 


until the lapse of twenty-eight days after 
other pigs have been sent to it, is one 
that ought to be retained. Of course, 
I am aware it is said that the present 
orders are too stringent, and that the 
older orders were quite sufficient. I 
might have been inclined to think that, 
also, some few weeks ago but for what 
has taken place in my own county of 
Somerset. The restrictions which existed 


119 


hav 
ver’ 
cou 
Me 
the 
for 


q wh 


wel 
an¢ 
yea 
swi 
wee 
bre 
It 
wh; 
fev 
tor 
nec 
ma 
ass! 
Bos 
hai 
mo 
sar 
eve 
str’ 
cor 
for 
at | 
out 
of 
ma 
str 
Me 
I 
pre 
i 
Ge 
rel 
as 
it 
age 
do 
it. 


4 


fec 
poi 
far 
pre 
unt 
day 
the 


cur 
cou 
SWI 
lre 
the 





1192 


would 
ment, 
r and 
on of 
id the 
issure 
that 
x the 
deed, 
hon, 
rson- 
unty 
3 Out- 
le of 
ected 
’ feel 
atter 
mpa- 
’ Say 
H be 
for 
dis- 
mber 
» the 
for 
hon. 
ision 
mber 
fect 
to a 
until 
sow 
at is 
Ww is 
may 
after 
not 
n to 
rate 
lord, 
the 
ame 
as a 
the 
e is 
the 
got 
are 
tion 
arm 
fter 
one 
I'se, 
ent 
the 
I 
lat, 
hat 
of 
ted 


@ were 





1193 Supply. 


have not been sufficient to prevent a 
very serious outbreak indeed in that 
county. I would refer my hon. friend the 
Member for East Wiltshire, who thinks 
these restrictions have been sufficient 


for the whole country, to the figures | 


which bear onthe matter. In 1905 there 
292 
and 1,399 swine were affected. Last 
year there were 474 outbreaks and 2438 
swine were affected. Taking twenty 
weeks in 1907, there had been 874 out- 
breaks, and 4,419 swine were affected. 
It will be seen from those figures that, 
whatever the cause, undoubtedly swine 
fever has increased in a very unsatisfac- 
tory way; and, therefore, it will be 
necessary for the Board of Agriculture to 
maintain existing restrictions. But I can 
assure hon. Gentlemen that neither the 
Board, nor, I think, the local authorities, 
have any desire to make those restrictions 
more stringent than is absolutely neces- 
sary to meet the outbreak. We have 
every reason to hope, however, that with 
stringent precautions we shall be able to 
combat and stamp out the disease, which, 
for some reason or another that we cannot 
at present account for, has again broken 
out. We hope to get a thorough grasp 
of the disease, and, after a time, we 
may possibly be able to relax the more 


stringent regulations of which hon. 
Members to some extent complain. But 


I can hold out no hope of that at the 
present moment. 


Sir F. BANBURY said the hon. 
Gentleman had not understood, appa- 
rently, their point with regard to sending 
asow to the boar. Their point was that 
it might be necessary to send the sow 
again, and, though they had been able to 
do that hitherto, now they could not do 
It. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY : I per- 
fectly understood the hon. Baronet’s 
point. If when a sow has been sent to a 
farm, other pigs are brought to the 
premises, then it cannot be removed 
until after the lapse of twenty-eight 


days ; but if no pigs have been brought to | 


the farm, then it can be removed. That 
is where the difficulty arises. It is 
curious to note that it is net only in this 
country that there have been outbreaks of 
swine fever, but there has been a case in 
Ireland. I can assure hon. Members that 
the Board of Agriculture are anxious, 
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outbreaks of swine fever, | 
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and I personally am anxious, that the 
restrictions shall be worked with as little 
friction as possible. We are desirous 
of working hand in hand with the local 
authorities, and of giving as little trouble 
as possible to agriculturists, in our 
efforts to stamp out the disease. In 
reference to the question raised by the 
hon. Member for Montgomery Boroughs, 
in regard to the appointment of in- 
spectors who know the Welsh language, 
my hon. friend is doubtless aware that 
advertisements have been inserted in the 
Welsh papers, and every effort made to 
meet the feelings of the Welsh people on 
this particular matter of appointing 
inspectors who have a knowledge of the 
Welsh tongue, if those appointed are 
properly qualified in other respects. 
(An Hon. Memper: Are there enough 
of them ?] If there are not enough of 
them, that raises an entireiy different 
question, and it is one which shall be 
looked into. I can assure the hon. 
Member that no one is more anxious 
than my noble friend the President of 
the Board of Agriculture to meet the 
feelings of the Welsh people on this 
point. Reference has been made to 
the restriction of the importation of 
foreign cattle, and I should like to say 
at once that nobody can be a stronger 
free-trader than I am; but I think my 
hon. friend who raised the point is entirely 
under a misapprehension with regard to 
it, and I think he must realise, after the 
speech of the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Northamptonshire, who is one of the 
strongest free-traders on these benches, 
that this is not at all a question of 
free trade or protection in the ordinary 
sense of the word. The only way in 
which it is protection is that the protec- 
tion is against disease, and I hope the 
hon. Member is sufficiently a protec- 
tionist to desire protection against 
disease. In regard to the question as to 
the number of cattle and sheep coming 
into Deptford market, I have a Report 
made by the Corporation of the City of 
London Cattle Markets Committee, 
which contains a Return showing in 1897 
an increase of 3,716 cattle, and a 
decrease of 12,121 sheep. It is doubtful 
whether there is any large supply of 
Continental cattle available for import 
into this country at the present time— 
that is to say, if there was no restriction 
as regards European cattle. It is quite 
true that at one time Germany sent large 
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numbers to this country, but at the 
present time she now imports from 
Demark and the Netherlands, and takes 
all the cattle which we formerly got 
from Schleswig - Holstein. American 
cattle slaughtered at Deptford are sent 
to Germany at a profit notwithstanding 
the duty. Denmark is now much more 
a dairying than a_ grazing country. 
Taking the average of the. years 1883 
—4-5, we imported from Denmark 94,376 
cattle as against an average for 1889-— 
90-91 of 63,873. If we take the 
of sheep for the last twenty years, we 
find that the average for the three 
years, 1883, 1884, and 1885, was 84,000 
imported from Denmark, and that 
total fellin the three years 1889, 1890 
and 1891, to 70,000. In the year 1876, 
when there was no transatlantic competi- 
tion, we imported from the Netherlands 
86,000 cattle, and 412,675 sheep. The 
average for the three years 1883, 1884 
and 1885 was 42,000 cattle and 22%,000 
sheep. During the three years, 1889, 
1890 and 1891, when the importation 
from the Netherlands was free we im- 
ported an average of 40,959 cattle and 
175,431 sheep. Now what has been the 
cause of the falling off in the supplies 
from Europe, when there was no prohibi- 
tion? I believe it is entirely owing to 
the Transatlantic competition, as well as 
to the growing population and wealth of 
European countries. In 1876 we im- 
ported from the United States for 
slaughter and distribution 392 cattle, and 
no sheep at all; from Canada 
cattle and 1,826 sheep. In 1881 we im- 
ported from America 103,673 cattle and 
19,223 sheep; and from Canada 44,383 
cattle and 66,487 sheep. The last year 
in which there was this free importation 
was 1891, and in that year we imported 
314,838 cattle from America, and 
10,550 sheep, and from Canada 108,286 
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case 


2,557 


cattle and 31,664 sheep. These 
figures show that in the year 1876 


Continental countries, with no competition 
from the United States or Canada, im- 
ported 266,849 cattle, whilst in the year 
1891 with competition they only im- 
ported in round numbers 79,000 ca tle, or 
a decrease of 186,869 cattle from 
America and Canada. America and 
Canada imported in 1876, 392 cattle, and 
in 1891 that total had inereased to 
425,824 in cattle alone. But this is not 
only a question of importation of live 


eattle and sheep for slaughter, but we | 


Sir Edward Strachey. 
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have to consider the importation of dead 
meat as well. This becomes a very 
important factor when it is said that we 
are by these regulations restricting our 
food supplies and causing the price of 
food to go up. In 1876 the amount of 
dead meat imported was 788,973 ewts,, 
the proportion of sheep not being 
distinguished. In 1891 the total was 
4,450,572 ewts. of cattle and 1,728,067 
ewts. of sheep. In 1896 we imported 
the enormous total of 10,112,672 ewts. of 
cattle and 4,131,199 ewts. of sheep. 


Dr. COOPER: 
frozen meat ! 


that include 


Does 


Sm EDWARD STRACHEY : There 
is no doubt that a large amount of that is 
frozen meat, but there is a good deal of it 
chilled. I have heard it said that frozen 
mutton is a very poor substitute indeed 
for English meat. I think, however, that 
the Committee will agree with nie that 
there is a good deal ot very good frozen 
and chilled beef consumed in this country 
which has been an enormous boon to the 
working classes. Not only is this meat 
good, but the poor people are able to buy 
it at very low and reasonable prices, and 
I am only too anxious to see that the 
working classes get the fullest possible 
benefit from its importation. The only 
objection which the President of the 
Board of Agriculture takes to the sugges- 
tion that these restrictions should be 
removed is that the Disease of Animals 
Act of 1894, which was passed by a 
Liberal Government, lays the obligation 
upon the Board of Agriculture to prohibit 
the importation of animals for slaughter 
from any country in which  foot-and- 
mouth disease exists, or in which the 
sanitary regulations are such as not to 
afford reasonable security against the risk 
of the introduction of the disease. The 
reason why the President of the Board of 
Agriculture at the present moment 
refuses to allow cattle to come in 
from Evrope to be slaughtered is because 
he feels that the obiigation laid upon 
him is one which he must abide by, and 
until my noble friend is satisfied that the 
importation asked for from Europe, where 
foot-and-mouth disease exists, can take 
place without the risk of introducing 
disease it is the duty of the Government 
to maintain the present exclusion. A 
reference has been made to a deputation 
which was received by Lord Carrington 
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last year, but the interpretation which 
has been placed upon what my noble 
friend said upon that occasion has given 


{93 May 1907} 


| 





a wrong impression, and in justice to him | 


I think it is necessary that [ should read 
what he did say. His actual words 
were— 


“T quite understand your point. 


1 feel that 1 cannot take upon myself the 


I sym- | : S 
pathise with the «desire of the bapietabion, oat | are often caused to human beings through 


responsibility of holding out any hope of doing | 


what you wish.” 


During the autumn session of 1906 1 was 
asked a question about allowing cattle to 
be imported from the Netherlands, which 
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pels him to keep the regulations in force 
at the present moment. There would be 
great risk of disease if the regulations 
were removed. ‘There is a great deal of 
risk to be feared from men going about 
among diseased cattle and spreading 
the disease. This danger is not confined 
to animals, but distress and suffering 


the transmission of disease. I know a 
case in which a man, after visiting an 
infected area, came back to his farm and 


| went into his dairy and cowshed without 


at the time was altogether free from | 


disease. I then pointed out that there 
was no effective boundary between the 
Netherlands and other parts of [urope 
where foot-and-mouth disease was preva- 
lent, and, as at any moment there might 
be an outbreak in those other countries, 


it was impossible for the Board to run | 


the risk of introducing foot-and-mouth 
disease into this country. It so happened 
that a very short time afterwards there 
was a serious outbreak in the Netherlands. 
From 1892 to 1902 foot-and-mouth 
disease was continuously prevalent in all 
parts of the Netherlands, the highest 


number of animals attacked in one year | 


being 868,215 and the lowest 917. 
1903 to 1905 the disease almost entirely 
disappeared, but it suddenly recurred 
in November, 1906, when no _ less 


From. | 


than 106 animals were affected during | 


the months of November and December 
in the province of Limburg. 


It is impor- | 


tant to remember that across the border, | 


in Germany, foot-and-mouth disease is 
almost continuously prevalent, although 
there has been no cases of the disease in 
Denmark since 1904, when twenty-one 


animals were affected in the province of | 


Praesto. Taking Europe as a whole, it 


may be said that foot-and-mouth disease | 
is indigenous ; there does not appear any | 


reasonable prospect in the near future of 


stamping it out altogether, and therefore it | 


is obviously necessary that the Board of | 


Agriculture should maintain the restric 
tions. Foreign countries generally are 
rather inclined to recognise that we are 
justified in taking these precautions. Hon. 
Members may be certain that Lord Carring- 
tonis only too anxio"s to meet the wishes 
of London and London Members, with 
whom he has worked onthe County Council, 
and it is only a sense of duty that com- 


changing his clothes, and in that way 
brought foot-and-mouth disease to his 
farm. ‘The Edinburgh case which was re- 
ferred to by my hon. friend is a small mat- 
fer. We said thirty-six, and it has been 
stated that we ought to have said forty- 
eight. I would say to my hon. friend that 
that is a case in which doctors differ. It is 
certainly not for laymen like the noble 
Karl and myself to say that we refuse, or 
object to continue, to act on the advice of 
our advisers. We say that the risk of 
infection being carried is very great. 
This terrible disease may be carried to 
different parts of the country by the 
men and the customers who are going 
among the cattle. There can be no doubt 
that it is a most infectious disease, and it 
brings a great deal of distress and suffer- 
ing not only to the animals themselves, but 
sometimes, as is well known, to people, 
who manifest the symptoms of the disease 
and suffer in the same way as the animals 
do. It is, therefore, a question which 
in erests not only farmers, but the 
general population, and it is of the 
greatest importance that we should not 
allow the disease to spread. It has been 
said that in this particular case we 


should relax the regulations, — be- 
cause of the difficulty in connection with 
the want of employment. When the 


noble Karl and myself went down to 
Deptford we were sorry to find that 
there were 600 unemployed men who 
might have been in employment if this 
leakage, or rather this shortage of sheep, 
could have been filled up by the importa- 
tion of sheep from abroid. But my hon. 
friend did not bring forward any pro- 
posal to show how a larger number could 
be imported. At the present moment | 
think the real difficulty in regard to the 
men at Deptford is that there is a general 
shortage of sheep in America and Canada, 
and, that being so, fewer are being 
impoited. On the other hand, I would 
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remind my hon. friend that on the ques- 
tion of labour there is a better outlook. 
It is expected that more sheep will be 
brought when the Panama Canal is con 
structed. Hon. Members may say : “ That 
seems to be a long way off;” but I may 
tell them that agents representing dealers 
and producers have been making inquiries 
at the Deptford market as to the bringing 
of sheep from Australia and New Zealand 
by ships using the Panama Canal when it is 
opened. In that way the passage will be 
shortened, and it will be possible to bring 
a large number of sheep to the market at 
Deptford. No one can regret more than 
I do the want of employment at this 
particular place owing to the shortage of 
sheep. But, supposing that foot-and- 
mouth disease were brought into the 
country in consequence of the importation 
of animals from abroad, it would mean 
want of employment, not to 600, but to 
thousands of men. It is generally 
admitted that the agricultural interest is 
not in a very flourishing state, and if you 
had an outbreak of foot-and-mouth 
disease all over the country you would 
have farmers ruined, and that would 
mean to agricultural labourers being 
thrown out of employment. They would 
be hard hit, and they are a class the 
Government are anxious to benefit. I ven- 
ture to say to my hon. friends of the 
Labour Party that if they went in to any 
meeting composed of agricultural labour- 
ers, people dependent on agriculture, and 
suggested the mere idea of running the 
risk of bringing foot-and-mouth disease 
once more into this country, the idea 
would be received with the greatest horror, 
because many of them, unfortunately, 
have had experience of what the disease 
means. They know perfectly well that, 
in the present state of things, if there 
was a serious outbreak it would mean 
ruin to the farmers and also to them. I 
venture to say, without fear of contradic- 
tion, that you could not get any meeting 
of people connected with agriculture 
to support any such proposal. My 
hon. friend has referred to the 
ease of butchers who used _ to 
go and buy small lots, and he rather 
suggested that it was owing to the 
restrictions on cattle coming from Europe 
that the system on which they conducted 
their business had been interfered with. 
That has nothing to do with it. It arises 
out of the action of the companies who 
have control of the cattle trade at the 
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present time. They have been able to 
squeeze out those who buy on commission, 
I have been told that these people—they 
are a very small number in America— 
arrange not only to send over cattle to 
this country, but that if they cannot be 
sold at the prices they expect they are 
withheld. It may be said that under 
the regulations they must be slaughtered 
within ten hours. That is true, and they 
are slaughtered and put into cold storage 
rooms and kept there, and so thoroughly 
organised are the great trusts that 
they are even ready to send out por- 
tions of the carcase to small traders 
in different parts of the country, 
There is another point in regard to the 
price of meat to which I wish to refer. 
If you take the index number as 100, 
you will find that in the year 1876 the 
price of beef was 111-6, and the price of 
mutton, 11873. If you take the year 
1896 the price of beef was 82-2, and the 
price of mutton 81°5. Another year 
afterwards the prices were: beef, $377, 
and mutton, 95°8. 


Dr. COOPER asked the hon. Gentle. 
man to state why the Board of Agri- 
culture had given a preference to the 
United States over European countires 
in the importation of cattle. It was 
a well-known fact that outbreaks of foot- 
and-mouth disease had occurred in the 
New England States, and yet the Board 
of Agriculture had not prevented the 
importation of cattle from those parts. 


Sm EDWARD STRACHEY: The 
Board of Agriculture has given no prefer- 
ence at all to America. ‘The only differ- 
ence between America and countries in 
Europe is that in America you may have 
an isolated case a long way off, whereas 
in the case of European countries the 
danger is more immediate. If the Board 
of Agriculture thought that there was 
the slightest danger of the disease being 
brought to this country through the 
importation of cattle from America, they 
would have the same restrictions imposed 
on American imports as on those from 
European countries. At the present 
moment the Board of Agriculture are 
perfectly satisfied that as regards Canada 
and the United States there is not the 
slightest danger in importing cattle for 
slaughter from these two countries. As 
regards the question raised by the hon. 
Member for Derbyshire, I ean assure him 
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that it will be considered. 
what has been said by the hon. Member | 
for Northamptonshire, he is perfectly 
well aware of the present state of things | 
as set out in the Report of the Committee. 
My Board are considering the present 
situation and what should be done in 
view of the fact that the Treasury has | 
refused to make any grant in connection | 
with the matter. As regards the question | 
of anthrax and the various sources from 
which it arises, [ have to say that the 
question is being very carefully con- 
sidered. The hon. Member praised the 
valuable Report which has lately been 
issued, and asked whether I could do 
anything to carry out greater preventive 
measures than are in operation at the 
present moment. I do not think it 
desirable to say anything further about 
what is said in that Report except that 
the Board will consider whether anything 
can be done by legislation or administra- 
tion. At the present moment experi- | 
ments could be made at the experimental 
farm at Sunbury. The question of 
making experiments is being considered. 
I think the hon. Member will see that 
there again it would be very difficult for 
the Board of Agriculture with its small 
resources to go in for investigation and 
experiment. [ can only hope that the 
hon. Gentleman will press the Treasury | 
to provide funds, for the Board of Agri- 
culture are perfectly well aware of the 
necessity and the importance of being 
furnished with greater funds for the 
purpose of carrying out these experi- 
ments in the interest of the protection of 
the flocks and herds from a disease which 
isalso very dangerous to human beings. | 
As regards the question of a Departmental 
Committee, I do not think the non. Gentle- 
man can expect me to say anything on 
that point at the present moment. I can 
assure him that the question will be 
fully considered. I do not think we could 
do much through a Departmental Com- | 
mittee in inquiring into questions in 
relation to the disease unless more 
funds are placed at our disposal. There | 
is no doubt that the Board would be 
only too glad 'to carry out experiments 
if they had the necessary funds. My 
hon. friend asked a question as to 
whether a separate section could not be | 
created to look after the interests of the | 
fruit industry. That might be done if | 
all the officers of the Department were 
under one roof. ‘That is not the case 
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As regards | 
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at the present moment; but we are 
anxious to do all we can to advance the 
interest of the British fruit industry. I 
think I have now dealt with all the 
questions which had been brought before 
the Committee ; and I trust that as re- 
gards this specially important matter in 
relation to foot-and-mouth disease and 
pleuro-pneumonia, I have shown the 
reasons why the President of the Board 
of Agriculture cannot hold out any hope 
of the restrictions being relaxed at 
present. That was from no want of 
sympathy with the views of hon. Mem- 
bers, but because of the difficulties that 
have arisen in connection with the intro- 
duction of live cattle and sheep for 
immediate slaughter in our ports. 


*Mr. COURTHOPE said he was not 
at all content with the hon. Baronet’s 
answer. He had said that one reason for 
upholding the Report of the Committee 
of 1890 as tothe marking of foreign hops, 
was that Colonel Brooktield, who was a 
great expert on the subject, sat upon that 
Committee. ‘That was true, but the hon. 
Baronet forgot that Colonel Brookfield 
himself proposed an alternative Report 
to that presented by the Committee, 
which he strenuously opposed by voting 
against it on every possible opportunity. 


Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY: Not on 
this particular point. 


*Mr. COURTHOPE said that Colonel 
Brookfield was not present on the day 
that particular paragraph was carried. 
The hon. Baronet had further said that the 
hop growers of Kent did not desire the 
Board to take action. He believed they 
would soon take steps to convince the 
Board of their demand, Although not 
satisfied with the Government’s answer 
he would not press the proposed re- 
duction. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


*Dr. COOPER moved the reduction of 
the Vote by £100. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 
Member had better move a reduction on 
the whole Vote, and not one of the same 
amount on this particular item. 
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Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the reduced sum of £77,740 be 
granted for the said service.” — (Dr. 
C'voper.) 


Supply. 


Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 
Alban’s) congratulated the hon. Baronet 


) 
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nutritious or not, chilled meat did not 
fetch the same price in the market as 
fresh beef and mutton killed at the Dept- 
ford and Birkenhead foreign cattle 


| market which was a fair test of what the 


on the firm attitude he had taken up on | 


the subject of foot-and-mouth disease. All 


those who were really interested in agri- | 


culture, which was the greatest industry 
in the country, must feel that the hon. 
Baronet had done the right thing. 
was suro that every hon. Member 
felt that money spent on the support of 
agriculture was well invested; but he 
wanted some explanation as to why there 
had been increases in the clerks on the 
staff and why two map-mounters had been 
appointed at a salary of £172. Map- 
mounting used to be done by the printing 
contractor. 


*Dr. COOPER said that the question 
raised by him was very important and he 


He | 


was afraid that the answer of the hon. | 


Baronet was by no means satisfactory. 
The hon. 
went to Deptford no information was 


daronet had said that when he | 


given him as to any importation of sheep | 


into that port. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said that 
what he had stated was 
Gentleman in the House had not given 
the Department any idea of the amount 
of importation of cattle and sheep at 
| Jeptte rd. 


*Dr. COOPER asked whether they 
could give information of that kind 
until merchants had the opportunity 

of which the Order of the Agricul- 
ture Board deprived them—of showing 
what the importation would be? If 
facilities were given by a relaxation of 
the order, the trade from continental 
countries would spring up to its former 
proportions. The hon. Baronet had said 
that frozen mutton was not a bad sort of 
food. Why then was it not provided in 
the House ? If it was so good, why should 
not the Chairman of the Kitchen Com- 


that the hon. | 


mittee immediately order a supply for | 


hon. Members in the dining-room? And 
why not buy chilled meat. At the same 
time he had no doubt that hon. Members 
ate chilled meat when they imagined 
they were eating English 
meat. However, whether it 


Was as 


fresh-killed | 


trade and consumer thought about fresh 
as compared with chilled or frozen 
meat. He could not see why Euro- 
pean countries, which had the most 
drastic regulations as to the spread of 
disease either amongst cattle or sheep, 
should not be allowed the privilege 
gran‘ed to the United States and Canada, 
of importing cattle and sheep into our 
ports for immediate slaughter. The meat 
market was at present in the hands of an 
American meat trust. They might have 
1,500 or 2,000 head of cattle on hand, 
but if their price could not be obtained 
they killed the animals and sent the 
carcases to cold storage. If there was 
no danger of foot-and-mouth disease as 
in the case of Holland and Denmark, 
their cattle ought not to be excluded in 
favour of those coming from America, 
Cattle from those countries went into 
Germany and other cattle-breeding coun- 
tries. All he asked was that the same 
facilities should be offered to European 
countries which were officially declared 
free from disease as were given to the 
United States. The hon. Baronet had 
said that serious damage might arise to 
the agricultural interest, but, meanwhile 
the sum of money the town worker lost 
in wages and the increased price the 
consumer had to pay more than counter- 
balanced that loss, and the total repre- 
sented the sum the consumers of London 
alone had to pay to protect the land- 
owners’ interests. He was surprised to 
hear that the present Government, which 
got into office on a free-trade policy, 
should actually support protection of the 
agricultural interest. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) 
said he wished to move to reduce Item H 
by £100 in regard to Kew Gardens. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said the hon. Mem- 
ber would have to move the reduction of 
the whole Vote by £200 or £500. He 
had already put a reduction on the whole 
vote of £100 which had been negatived, 
and a reduction on an item would not 
now be in order, 
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Mr. SUMMERBELL said that in that 
case he would move to reduce the Vote by 
£500, in order to call attention to the 
gsition of the gardeners at the Royal 
Botanic Gardens, Kew, and to the 
appointment of an assistant director 
there at a salary of something like £500. 
There were, he said, about twenty-four 
officials at the gardens already, and he 
would like the hon. Baronet who repre- 
sented the Board of Agriculture to 
explain why it was necessary to make 
this further appointment. He com- 
plained that the gardeners, who did 
highly-skilled work, received only 21s. a 
week wages, as compared with the 24s. 
given to the labourers and the 27s. 
received by the gardeners in the Royal 
parks. These men had a legitimate 
claim to some consideration. He begged 
to move. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a sum not exceeding £77,340, be 
granted for the said service.” — (Mr. 
Sum rbell.) 


De. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex, 
Brentford) hoped the hon. Baronet | 
would see his way to entertain the | 


appeal which had been made to him 
on behalf of the gardeners at Kew. At 
the present time they were receiving only 
21s. per week although they were skilled 
scientific workmen, whilst the labourers 
at Kew were receiving 24s. per week. 
In the Royal Parks the gardeners re- 
ceived 27s. per week, and the London 
County Council paid their gardeners 27s., 
rising to 30s. per week. He thought it 
was very discreditable for the Govern- 
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ment to lag behind the London County | 


Council in the matter of wages. 


Al- | 


though there was now a Moderate major- | 


ity on the London County Council they 
had not heard that there was any inten- 
tion of reducing the wages of the workmen. 
The gardeners at Kew were not getting 
even rough justice, and the moral effect 
of that must be even more serious because 
such long hours and poor pay were 
demoralising. The present scale of pay- 
ment was entirely indefensible. ‘They 
had heard a good deal about sweated 
industries, and he was inclined to think 
that those gardeners came under that 
heading. He hoped that every suspicion 
of sweating would be removed from the 
department, and that the Government 
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would take up their proper position as 
model employers of labour, 


Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) said a 
great deal of clerical work had to be done 
at Kew, and at present the director had to 
give almost the whole oi his time to that 
clerical work and had little time left for 
the scientific research work which was 
expected of him. It was not fair to ex- 
pect a man who had supreme control of 
that scientific work to give many hours 
daily to routine work. An assistant 
ought ‘to be appointed. The sum had 
been voted before, but the post had not 
been filled up. He hoped the wages of 
the gardeners would be increased. . Even 
if it were admitted that they went to 
Kew for the purpose of getting further 
training, a wage of 21s. was too low. 
Rents in the neighbourhood of Kew were 
rather ‘high, and the men could not get 
a house or rooms unless they paid a kigh 
rate. Under those circumstances it was 
not possible for a man to maintain himself 
in comfort upon such a low rate of wages 
as 21s. per week. He would like to know 


| the opinion of the director himself upon 
| that point. 


He thought hon. Members 
who had spoken on the subject were 
quite justified in calling attention to the 
question. If the gardeners’ wages were 
increased the wages of the sub-foremen 
ough; also to be increased. 


Mr. C. DUNCAN (Barrow - in- 
Furness) did not think these gardeners 
could live decently upon 21s. a week. 
It was avery strange thing that whilst 
the labourers at Kew were receiving 
24s. a week the gardeners were paid 
only 2ls. He thought a good case 
had been made out for increasing their 
wages. The present scale of payment 
debarred these men from even con- 
sidering the possibility of married life. 
That was a point which was worth con- 
sidering by the hon. Baronet. He thought 
the best course to pursue would be to 
give the gardeners a small advance this 
year, and continue it each year, so that 
the men would be gradually placed upon 
the same level as the labourers employed 
at Kew. 


Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY: The 
present director of Kew Gardens is over- 
worked, and, in the interests of scientific 
research, it is absolutely necessary that 
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he should have an assistant. Iam sure} paid as wages; otherwise the amount 


that my hon. friend who raised this 
question does not desire that exceptionally 
long hours of labour should be imposed 
upon any man. My hon. friend believes 
in short hours of labour, but I can assure 
him that the director at Kew works a 
great deal more than eight hours a day. 
It is, therefore, absolutely necessary that 
he should have some assistance, and the 
appointment of an assistant director is 
necessary. It is on that ground alone 
that the appointment of this assistant is 
asked for, and it is in the public interest 
that this recommendation is made. The 
Treasury have sanctioned it, and before 
doing so they satisfied themselves that 
the appointment was absolutely neces- 
sary. With regard to the gardeners 
employed at Kew, it is a question to be 
considered entirely by itself. “Gardeners” 
is a wrong name to give them, because 
they are not gardeners in the ordinary 
sense. They are really apprentices 
learning their work, and fitting them- 
selves for good and_ remunerative 
employment elsewhere. The position of 
things is that in 1906 and 1907 the 
Treasury refused to sanction an increase 
in their wages. These young gardeners 
must be unmarried and can only stay for 
two years at Kew. This 2]s. is not 
really a wage but a subsistence allowance. 
The most valuable part of their wages 
is the experience in scientific horticulture 
which they gain ; they receive a course of 
lectures, theoretical instruction, and a 
leaving certificate, and this is all paid 
for at the expense of the country. No 
less than 160 of the gardeners who have 
been trained at Kew now hold official 
and other posts in various parts of the 
Empire. There is the greatest competi- 
tion amongst gardeners to come to 
Kew in order to get the knowledge 
to be obtained there and also the 
valuable certificate which is granted 
to them upon leaving and_ enables 
them to get another appointment. The 
hon. Gentleman below the gangway said 
that they ought to have some prospects 
before them. They do not go to Kew 
without some prospects of promotion and 
of higher salaries. They go to Kew to 
fit themselves for work in other parts of 
the country and other parts of the 
Empire. They merely receive their 
salaries as apprentices ; the 21s. is sub- 
sistence money and allowance for any 
out of pocket expenses. It is not 


Sir Edward Strachey. 





would be such as ought not to be paid, 
being lower than the ordinary day 
labourer’s wage. It is entirely a mis- 
apprehension on the part of hon. Members 
to suppose that the 21s. is paid as a 
wage, and that those who receive it ought 
to be put in the same position as those 
who receive 24s. a week. They have not 
to look forward to making their living at 
Kew ; they are acquiring that knowledge 
which will enable them to get places in 
England or Europe or in various parts of 
the Empire. These men are learners, 
and the wage they receive is an increase 
on what they received some few years 
ago, my right hon. friend having raised 
the amount paid to them. It is a sub- 
sistence allowance, and, as I have said, 
there is no reason why it should be 
changed at the present moment. My 
hon. friends will agree with me that the 
Government have been very liberal in 
their concessions this year to the foremen, 
gardeners, ordinary labourers and others 
on the question of wages, and the reason 
why we refuse an increase in this 
instance is because the payment is 
not a wage in the ordinary sense, 
These men, in fact, are receiving great 
assistance. Young men go to private 
establishments for a year or so to 
acquire knowledge which will be useful 
to them in the future, and they do so 
without receiving any wages. Yet the 
advantages they obtain in that way are 
not so great as are those gained by the 
learners at Kew, who go into the world 
bearing the imprimatur of that great 
institution and armed with the certificates 
which are given to them. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL said he 
was surprised at the reply of the hon. 
Gentleman, for so long as men were 
paid 21s. a week there would always be 
discontent. They talked of these men 
being apprentices and learners, but what 
sort of an industry was that where a 
man had to serve five years before they 
would take him as a first class gardener ! 
And to say that his wage, from the 
age of twenty to twenty-five years 
should be 21s. a week was to give him 
far too little. The men had to go to 
lectures in their own time. They had 
to work from six o'clock in the morning 
to six in the evening, and they were 
not disposed after such a day’s work to 
attend lectures in the evening. 


It might. 
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have been in the past that these men | 


filled appointments ; but it was common 
ground that, after having been the 
pioneers in these appointments abroad, 
they had been put aside for others who 
had done a little book study and 
been pitch-forked into the positions. 
The hon. Baronet might rest satisfied 
that the matter would be raised again 
and again, year after year, until some- 
thing was done to improve the position 
of these men, which was at present 
a disgrace to the Government. 


Mr, C. DUNCAN said the hon. Baronet 
had mentioned that the wage had been 
raised from 18s. to 21s., and yet he turned 
round and said that it was not a ques- 
tion of wages at all. It seemed that that 
entirely knocked the bottom out of the 
position of the hon. Baronet. When 
they considered that the men worked 
from six in the morning to six in tho 
evening, it certainly appeared that 21s. 
a week was not even a bare subsistence. 
He knew something of what it was to 
live in London, and he found it difficult 
enough to make ends meet on £2 a week. 
He had no family to keep, and how a 
man could be expected to keep a wife 
and family on 21s. a week he did not 
know. It was a mystery to him, and he 
was sure that it must be a mystery to 
the hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
Vote, The matter was really worth more 
consideration than had been given to it, 
and he hoped that this blot on the 
record of the Government would be 
wiped out, and that further consideration 
would be given to the subject. 


*Mr. CARLILE agreed that these 
persons to whom reference had been made 
occupied an exceptional position. It 
seemed to him that the explanation 
given was an entirely satisfactory one. 
The number of the men was small, 
probably not more that fifty, and 
the appointments were open to young 
and enterprising men. If they suce- 
ceeded in obtaining those positions 
they had an admirable opportunity 
of learning the higher parts of a 
gardener’s work. Added _ to 


scientific knowledge as well. The mere 
fact that there was a large number of 
persons who were willing to undergo this 
period of training in the hope of securing 


{23 May 1907} 


that, | 
they had the privilege of acquiring | 
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more valuable appointments showed, as 
the hon. Baronet had said, that the 21s. 
a week was regarded as mere subsistence 
money, and it was an arrangement which 
was held in the main to be satisfactory. 
They were quite young men who re- 
ceived this pay, and if they were thrifty 
and wise they certainly would not marry 
before the age of twenty five. It was 
certainly unwise to marry before twenty- 
five, but evidently young men considered 
that no hardship at all. Not only had 
they the allowance of 21s., but they had 
an opportunity of acquiring positions 
which, but for their training at Kew, 
would probably never come within their 
reach at all. Therefore, he hoped that 
the Committee would not encourage the 
hon. Baronet to incur extra expenditure 
for that particular class of persons. He 
congratulated the Government on one or 
two items of expenditure, among them 
the increased outlay on experimental 
research. He was sure that money spent 
in that way was usefully employed. The 
grants to colleges and to institutions hal 
been increased to £750, but he believed 
that if that expenditure had been £7,500 
instead of £750 it would have been 
approved by the Committee. Money 
spent in that way was well invested and 
would redound to the advantage of 
agriculturists as well as to the welfare of 
the country. Such institutions as that 
of Rothamstead, in Hertfordshire, should 
be encouraged by a larger grant, and he 
trusted that that and other institutions 
which were doing a great work in the 
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way of research would meet’ with 
adequate acknowledgment from the 


President of the Board of Agriculture. 
He noticed that the cost in connection 
with swine fever had gone up by £3,000. 
Last year it was £38,000, and this year 
it was £41,000. While he deplored the 
outbreak of swine fever in Somersetshire, 
he could not think that that outbreak 
could be held responsible for the 
whole of that increase. He would be 
glad if the hon. Baronet could give him 
some information about that increase of 
£3,000. Might he also ask why the 
forecast under the head of appropriations 
in aid had been reduced from £6,500 to 
£5,500, the estimated receipts for fees 
chargeable under the Enclosures, ete., 
Act? It seemed a very serious loss to 
contemplate, and he would be glad to 
know why the hon. Baronet anticipated 
a smaller income. 
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in Kew Gardens. He 
arrangement 


McCALLUM (Paisley) said he 
desired to eall attention to Sunday labour 
thouglt 
should be made 
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present 


some 
whereby 


some of those employed by the Govern- 


ment should not be kept away from 
their families every Sunday. 


Barnes, G. N. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bowerman, C. W. 

dull, Sir W illiam James 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cave, George 
Cooper, G. J. 
Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness 
Glover, Thomas 


Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Banbury,Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Jeauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Bertram, Julius 

Bet hell, SirJ H.( Essex, Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Boulton, A. C. F. 
Brodie, H. C. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Campbell-Bannerman, 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherrry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 


Sir H. 


Clarke, C.Goddard (Peckham) , 


Clough, William 

Corbe tt,C ere E Grinst’d 
Cotton, Sir H. 
Courthope, G. 
Cox, Harold 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, § 
Edwards, Clement (Deutighy 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJ ohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


ae 





| Kearley, 


| Rees, J. 
, 


| Ridsdale, 


Under the Noes, 87. 


AYES. 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Jenkins, J 

M‘Callum, John M. 

Parker, Jemes (Halifax) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Thorne, William 

Ward,John (Stoke-upon-Trent 


NOES. 


Hardy, George A, (Suffolk) 
Harri-on-Broadle ay, H. B. 
Hart-Davies, T. 

“a rage Arthur A. 

Hedges, Paget 

Higham, an Sh: arp 

Hyde, Clarendon 

ldris, IT. H. W 

Jack sOn, R. =. 

Jones, William(( roarvunshire 
Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
King, SirHenrySeymour (Hull 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hn. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk,Eye 


| Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 


Price,C. E.(Edinburgh, Central 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
K. A. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


arrangement they 
had a Sunday at home. 


TELLERS FOR THE 


PICKERSGILL 
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scarcely ever 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 21; 
(Division List No. 172.) 


Wardle, George J. 
Watt, Henry A. 
Wilson, John(Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Summerbell and Dr. Ruther. 
ford. 


Robertson, J. (Tyneside) 
Robson, Sir W ‘lie am Snowdon 
Rogers, F. &. Newman 
Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel. Herbert L.(Cleveland 
Sears, J. E. 
Seaverns, J. H. 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. 1 
Shipman, Dr. Toi G. 
Sinclair, Rt. fen. John 
Smith, A bel H.( Hertford, Kast) 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. 8, (Mile End) 
Thompsen,.J W.H. (Somerset ,E 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker,Col W.H.(Lancashire) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire 
W hitehe: ad, Rowland 
Whitley,John Henry( Halifax) 
Whittaker,Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, J.H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 


(Hawick B.) 


Nors —Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


(Bethnal Green) 





Original Question put, and agreed to. Mr. 
Ciass III. 
2. Motion made, and Question pro- 


posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£407,605, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1908, for the expenses 
of the prisons in England, Wales, and 
the Colonies.” 


said there was more than one class of 
persons who had heen committed to 
prison who were not usually found there. 
These casual occupants of prison cells 
had often been the means of bringing 
about valuable reforms in the discipline 
and management of prisons, because they 
had frequently called attention to a large 
number of points in prison life which the 
outsider might think unimportant and 
trivial, but which after all were of the 
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greatest value. He did not propose to 
deal with them in detail, but he desired 
to refer to two features of prison life 
with which these unusual prisoners had 
been specially impressed. ‘The first was 
what they described as the terrible lone- 
jiness of prison life. For hours and 
hours the prisoner had not a soul to 
speak to. He would probably be told 
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that there was the chapel, the visit of | 
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the chaplain and special visitors, and the | 


visit of the schoolmaster, but the fact 


remained that the prisoner was left 
alone for a large number of hours. 


The more light and air, and the more 
work in the open air they could give to 
the prisoners, or the bulk of them, the 
better it would be for everybody con- 
cerned. He would have thought that 
everybody would have said that solitary 
confinement was peculiarly mischievous 
in the case of children. Some of the 
casual occupants of the prison cells had 
stated that there was in one of the prisons 
a child fifteen who was 
constantly crying in her cell and in the 
chapel. He would have thought that 
prison was not the place for a child of 
tender years. At all events, everyone 
would agree that a child of fifteen year: 
of age was not a proper subject for 
solitary confinement. ‘The second point 
which mainly impressed these unusual 
prisoners was that the treatment in 
prison was calculated to destroy the 
self-respect of the prisoners. It would 
not do to say that the prisoners 
had lost all self-respect before they 
entered prison, because every year there 
were about 83,000 persons who were 
committed to prison for the first time. 
But apart altogether from that considera- 
tion, the treatment in prison ought not 
to be such as to crush out of the prisoner 
the last lingering remains of self-respect. 
He would be the last person in the 
world to desire to make prisons com- 
fortable places, but he did want to make 
them human places. He wanted prison 
life to be more humanised than it was 
now. It seemed to him that they ought 
to do all they could to encourage the 
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better instincts and feelings of the 
prisoners. He saggested that visitors 


and letters should be allowed in a more 
liberal fashion. It would be well to 
encourage and foster, as far as possible, 
the ties which united the prisoner to the 
family and the home. Success in the 
management and discipline of a prison 
depended largely, if not entirely, upon 
the staff. He found with some regret 
that governors were usually appointed 
from the class of naval and military 
officers. He did not think that the 
qualities which made a good officer 
were those which were required in the 
governor of a prison. He would like to 
see every governor a civilian. On the 
other hand, it was sometimes said that it 
was well to have officers as governors of 
prisons because they were accustomed to 
control men. In answer to that he would 
say that as a matter of fact the governors 
who had been most successful as dis- 
ciplinarians had been civilians. One 
very important object which should be 
aimed at in prison was the reform of the 
prisoner, so that when he obtained his 
liberty he would run straight. He did 
not think that members of the naval and 
military profession were the most likely 
to effect that object. The object of 
military discipline was to teach men to 
act together, while the object of prison 
influence was to enable men to act 
advantageously separately. The lower 
officers in prisons were perhaps more 
important than the governors themselves. 
The warders played the most prominent 
part in prison life, and it was im- 
possible to exaggerate the power for 
good or evil which the warders had. 
This fact was emphasised in the prison 
memoirs of Mr. Jabez Balfour. Those 
memoirs were characterised by a fair 
spirit. There was nothing vindictive 
about them. It was most important 
that all that could be done should 
be done to attract the best class 
of men and women to the ranks of 
warders. He thought that the interests 
of women prisoners were prejudiced by 
the fact that there was not a member of 
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their sex upon the higher executive of 
the Prisons Department. The members 
of the Prisons Committee and_ the 
inspectors were all men. That seemed a 
little unfair and unreasonable when it 
was remembered that over 50,000 women 
passed through our prisons every year. 
The number was increasing, for it was 
only about 42,000 ten years ago. He 
thought the women’s side of the prison 
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was not so well managed as the men’s | 


side. 


In particular it seemed to him | 


that the prison industries for women | 


were not so well organised as those for 
men. The only kind of work in which 
he had seen women employed in prison 
was washing clothes. They were doing 
that in a listless way, which contrasted 
very unfavourably with the manner in 
which work was done by women in an 
ordinary laundry. He suggested that 
there should be a woman on the Com- 
mittee, and that there should be one 
woman among the inspectors. When he 
raised the question on a former occasion 
he was told by the then Home Secretary 
that it was not necessary to have women 
in those positions, because the interests 
of women were sufficiently protected by 
the lady visitors. He was glad that 
the system of having lady visitors had 
been adopted. But the lady visitors had 
no right to interfere with the discipline 
or the management, and, indeed, if they 
did interfere in any way, they would 
probably very soon cease to be visitors 
at all. It was no answer to say that the 
lady visitors were sufficient for the 
purpose. Most of the subjects dealt 


with by the inspectors fell within the | 
/to wait a considerable time before he 


domestic sphere and were more within 
the purview of women than of men. He 
hoped he would receive a more favourable 
reply from the present Home Secretary. 
He appealed to the Committee itself to 
press for the change which he had sug- 
gested. The House was largely composed 
of hon. Members who were pledged to 
maintain the interests of women ; they 
had not yet had an opportunity of 
redeeming their pledges in the political 
field, but they had an opportunity now, 
Mr. Pickersgill. 
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ina sphere not less important perhaps, 
of carrying out the spirit of the under- 
takings they had given by supporting 
the reasonable suggestion he had made in 
the interest of the nation at large and of 
women in particular, He begged to 


| move, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £407,505, 
be granted for the said service,” 
(Mr. Pickersgill.). 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) said 
he wished to call attention to the 
treatment of first offenders. He under- 
stood that at the present time there 
were regulations as to the classifica- 
tion of prisoners immediately on their 
entering prisons, but they were not in 
every case complied with. He suggested 
some rearrangement in the administra- 
tion of the law. At the present time 
prisoners were being manufactured at an 
enormous _ rate, they were 
herded together with old offenders in 
the same cells, met them in the exercise 
ground, in railway carriages, and in prison 
infirmaries. He asked the Home Secre- 
tary whether he could not find some 
means by which the committal paper 
which the police sergeant brought with 
the prisoner might be altered. If 
“first offender” was printed on the 


because 


| committal paper in cases where the police 


were absolutely certain the prisoner had 
not been in prison before, it might be the 
means of enabling the governor to know 


that the man was a first offender. 
In many cases the governor had 


found out whether a prisoner was a first 
offender or not. He also asked the 


| Home Secretary to take into considera- 


tion the Report of the Vagrancy Com- 
mittee in regard to short sentences, 
and to consider whether it would not 
be possible in future to send certain 
prisoners to labour colonies instead of to 
prison. If that were done he believed 
it would do a great deal to prevent first 
offenders from offending again, 
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Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) desired to make an appeal to 
the Home Secretary as to the amount 
and quality of the food given to 
prisoners. Could the right hon. Gentle- 
man assure him that no prisoner who 
was sentenced to a term of eighteen 
months or two years imprisonment with 
hard labour suffered from physical de- 
terioration on discharge on account of 
the short supply of food? Was it not 
possible that punishment could be given 
in other ways than through the stomach ? 
He contended that no man who had been 
sent to prison for any offence should on 
leaving prison be found to be a de- 
generate from want of food. From 
inquiries he had made he discovered that 
the scale of food given to prisoners 
sentenced to comparatively short terms 
of hard labour was less than that given 
to prisoners in South Africa. He himself 
had come across many men who under 
such circumstances had been quite unable 
work for a month or two 
As a visiting justice 


to do any 
after discharge. 


his experience from what he had 
seen and heard was that eighteen 
months or two years imprisonment 
with hard labour was a much _ harder 


sentence than five years penal servitude. 
Another point was as to the employment 
of women inspectors of womens’ prisons. 
Why should women prisoners not have 
one of their own sex to look after them 4 
He hoped that on these points the Home 
Secretary would be able to give a 
sympathetic reply. Another point was 
as to the character of the class of warders 
employed in prisons. Any one who had 
gone round the prisons of late would 
admit that the present class of warders 
were not as humane as they used to 
be. They had deteriorated and become 
brutalised. There was, in his opinion, 
a lack of sufficient kindness on their 
part to prisoners. He believed that 
that was due to the fact that the 
warders were now largely recruited 
from the military and naval services. 
They ought to be recruited from the 
ranks of civilians. 
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*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): The question 
raised by my hon. friend who has just 
sat down has formed the subject of 
different inquiries at various periods, and 
was thoroughly investigated by a special 
Committee appointed two years ago. Tam 
not prepared to say at this moment, and I 
do not suppose that the Prison Commis- 
sioners themselves would say, that, as a 
matter of fact, the present prison system 
is the best that could be devised. Every- 
thing is capable of improvement, and I can 
assure the hon. Member that all matters 
connected with prisons and their manage- 
ment are being carefully watched by the 
Board, and suggested improvements are 
welcomed and carefully considered. The 
hon. Gentleman asked a question as to 
whether the want of food and its quality 
given to prisoners sentenced to hard 
labour had caused actual physical de- 
terioration ; and whether prisoners left 
prison at the expiry of their sentence 
in a weak condition. So far as my 
information and experience goes, [ can 
only say that that is not the case, 
Considerable improvements have been 
made in the dietary. Statistics show 
that 60 per cent. of the prisoners actually 
gained weight when serving their sen- 
tence, and only 30 per cent. lost weight. 
In regard to that 30 per cent. I need 
not remind hon. Members that a good 
many prisoners lose weight with great 
advantage to themselves, and because 
they have lost weight it does not follow 
that they have deteriorated physically, 
or sustained permanent injury to health. 
I might say that if a good many of the 
hon. Members of the House were to lose 
weight within the next six weeks it 
would do them a great deal of good. 
The death rate of prisoners from 
natural causes is only °37 per 1,000, 
which is the lowest on_ record. 
and, therefore, is extremely satisfactory 
Of the 252,795 prisoners who passed 
through local prisons in 1905-6, only 
8,241 were admitted to the hospital, and 
17,246 were treated in their cells for 
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periods of seven days and over. That| has been largely encouraged during recent 


came to thirty per 1,000. It must be 
remembered that a great many of these | 
prisoners go to prison in a weak con- 
dition of health. The average weight | 
and average height of a prisoner are | 
very much less than those of the 
average man outside, so that the materia! 
inside is not so good as the material 
outside, but in spite of that I think the 
figures that I have given conclusively 
show that while we may arrive at some 
further improvement there is nothing 
radically wrong in our prison treatment 
at the present time so far as we can dis- | 
cern. My hon. friend the Member for 
Bethnal Green raised in his speech a! 
large number of questions, which I think 
he will agree with me are of very great | 
importance and difficulty—too much so to | 
be dealt with in the course of one speech. 
I always find it difficult to deal with 
these prison matters, because the more 
you go into them the more you find the 
necessity of further consideration. At 
the present time we have a system which 
has grown out of the past and is handi- 
capped by many disadvantages. If we 
were able to pull down all our prisons 
and build them afresh, at immense 
cost, no doubt we should be able to 
effect a great improvement in the 
treatment of the prisoners. I agree 
that it is important to give them 
light and air, and improvements are 
continually being made in that respect. 
As to the loneliness of prisoners, there is 
a special class, those in the first division, 
who must necessarily be more lonely 
than the other prisoners, because that 
can only be avoided by bringing them 
into association with criminals. I agree 
that wherever we can get reasonable, 
rational association which we can be sure 
will improve the 
prisoners, it is, 
limits, desirable. 


condition of the 
within reasonable 
3ut we must, of course, 
not lose sight of the penal side of im 
Still, 


prison reformer is to raise the prisoner 


prisonment. the ideal of every 


Association 





rather than to punish him. 
Mr. Gladstone. 


years, and whether it can be encouraged 
more without considerable danger I am not 
quite sure. I agree with the principles of 
my hon. friend who has addressed himself 
to this topic ; andif I can do anything to 
improve matters I shall be glad to do so. 
It is most undesirable to send children to 
prison, but it is a constant puzzle 
to know what to do with them. I hope 
a remedy will be found in the Probation 
Bill, which has been read a second time 
and referred to a Committee. The 
view that governors should be civilians 
rather than military or naval men is one 
which I formerly shared; but after 
hearing numerous witnesses at an inquiry 
which was held some fourteen years ago, 
I came to the conclusion that we can get 
men as suitable from the Army or Navy 
as we can from the ranks of civil life. 
Experience shows, on the whole, that one 
class is as successful as the other. The 
greatest care is taken to select men with 
qualific tions fitting them for the position. 
I do not agree that the warders are, as 
a class, unsatisfactory. It is, 
essential that they should be carefully 
selected, because they need to have good 
temper, patience, and diligence in their 
work of dealing with those in their 
charge ; but I cannot agree with my hon. 
friend that the present staff of warders 
is unsatisfactory, although there may be 
unsatisfactory men among them. You 
always find that. My hon. friend quoted 
the opinion of Mr. Jabez Balfour ; but he 
praised the general humanity of the 
warders and the general good temper and 
kindness with which they discharge their 


of course, 


duties, and said that if the existing system 
could have succeeded they would have 
made it a success. As to the question 
of appointing women to superior positions, 
I am not in favour of making a woman 
I think there is 
great force in the contention that we 


Prison Commissioner. 


should not be content with the present 
system of women visitors, excellent as 
that system is. I recognise that in a 


prison with a population of 700 women 
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of a most difficult character to deal with 
the responsibility is a heavy one. I 
think the time has come when there 
ought to be some woman in a higher 
position of authority than that of chief 
matron, in order that special regard may 
be paid to the needs of the women. 
Another way of meeting the difficulty is 
to appoint women inspectors. I cannot 
commit myself in this matter, but I shall 
be glad if I can get the assent of the 
Treasury to my view. In my opinion 
the time has come when there ought to 
be a woman inspector. It is quite true 
that there are only two prisons which 
are wholly given over to women ; but at 
the same time there are a large number 
of other prisons in which women are 
received. The hon. Gentleman opposite 
raised the question of the treatment of 
first offenders. I would remind him that 
under the present system every care is 
taken to separate first offenders from 
habitual offenders. Elaborate provision 
is made for this purpose in the Prison 
Rules. In a paragraph of their Report 
this year the Commissioners say — 


“The complete separation of first offenders 
from the habitual criminals, which commenced 
in 1897-98 by the establishment of the star 
class system in all local prisons, has been con- 
tinued during the past year. In the nine 
years in which the system has been in opera- 
tion, 54,173 males and 10,108 females have 
been placed in the class, of whom 4,507 males, 
or 8°3 per cent., and 1,403 females, or 13:9 per 
cent., have been re-committed to prison under 
fresh sentences. Since the formation of the 
star class in convict prisons in 1879 up to the 
3lst March last 3,479 male convicts have been 
placed in it, of whom only 48, or 1°57 per cent. 
of those discharged, have returned to penal 
servitude under fresh sentences, and only 33, 
or 1-2 per cent., have had their licences revoked 
or forfeited. Of 155 females only one has 
returned to penal servitude.” 


I believe that I can give the assurance 
to the hon. Gentleman that everybody 
concerned is most anxious to maintain 
all the ground that has been gained in 
respect of this question, and, as far as 
possible, to improve it. All are agreed 
that it is most undesirable to bring young 
persons, especially those who are in prison 
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for the first time, into contact with old 
offenders. I can give the definite assur- 
ance that the most constant and vigilant 
attention is paid to securing that those 
people shall be, as far as possible, kept 
apart, and that nothing will be wanting 
on my part to make any improvement 
that can be made. There are difficulties 
in country districts, where you have not 
the same power of organising separation ; 
but I think I can assure the hon. Member 
that he need be under no apprehension 
that that very important matter will be 
neglected. The hon. Gentleman spoke 
in rather general terms; but if he will 
give me specific cases I will have them 
inquired into. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: I will do so. I 
would rather do it privately than in this 
House. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I can quite 
understand that. If he will let me know 
the cases they will be inquired into. 
The hon. Member asked a question about 
the Vagrancy Committee’s Report. It is 
a most interesting and valuable Keport, 
and I have been anxious to find time, 
along with my right hon. friend the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, to deal with it. It is a subject 
which has interested me, and I hope 
that in many respects the important 
recommendations of the Committee will 
be adopted. I am living in hope that we 
may be able to give consideration to the 
subject before long. I can only say, as 
bearing on the subject, that we are endea- 
vouring to meet the case, if not directly, 
at least by legislation which indirectly 
touches the matter. We have on the 
stocks a Bill for applying the reformatory 
system to our prison system in the case 
of young offenders above the age of 
sixteen. There has always been a diffi- 
culty in regard to young persons of that 
age. <A great deal has been done under 
the Borstal system, but there has been a 
great hiatus in our prison system. There 
is a strong recommendation in favour of 
the establishment of State reformatories, 
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and now weare preparing a Bill to establish 
The age will be sixteen 

It is ‘known that the 


that principle. 
to twenty-three. 
worst criminals are made criminals at the 
period of their lives. Anyhow, it is when 
they are adolescent that they seem to 
drop into habits which lead them to live 
a life of crime, and I think the Borstal 
system is an efficient means of getting 
hold of those young persons. I hope that 
by including in our prison system 
reformatories where the conditions will 
differ from the penal conditions at present 
in force, and by bringing influences to 
bear on young offenders while they are 
fresh, we may redeem them from criminal] 
habits, whether manifested in the shape 
of the more formidable kinds of crime or 
in the degeneration of the offenders into 
vagrants, who were the main subject of 
inquiry by the Committee to which the 
hon. Gentleman has alluded. 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) said 
he was glad to hear what the right hon. 
Gentleman had stated on the question of 
The ex- 
perience of men chosen from naval and 


the appointment of governors. 


military ranks fitted them for the duties 
they had to perform in controlling the 
men who came under their charge. 
He was interested to hear from the right 
hon. Gentleman that he proposed to 
appoint a female inspector to look after 
He would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman in any steps he 


the female prisoners. 


took in that direction to be careful not 
in any way to discourage the women 
visitors who were now doing such noble 
work, not only while the offenders were 
in prison, but by assisting them after 


they were liberated. No reflection 
should be cast on the ladies who 
had been engaged in that work. He 


had himself inquired into the food 
question, and he did not think that 
Mr. Gladstone. 
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any fault could be found with what was 
done for prisoners in that respect. He 
was quite sure that in many cases they 
were better fed in prison than were the 
The 


food was admirable in quality, and in 


class outside from which they came. 


quantity it was ample to meet the require- 
The Report of the 
Commission on Prisons had not been pre- 
sented to the House this year, and it was 
most inconvenient to discuss the Vote 
without it. He wished to know whether 
the decline in the number of prisoners still 
continued, and whether they might hope 
that the which 
sharply increased some years ago, would 
He would only echo 


ments of prisoners. 


number of criminals, 


steadily diminish. 
what the right hon. Gentleman had said 
about the reformatory system for the 
treatment of juvenile offenders. It would 
be interesting to know how far the right 
hon. Gentleman might be able to extend 
the system to prisoners outside the age 
limit which he had The 
reformatory system under which young 
offenders were taught trades which fitted 
of the 
the 


mentioned. 


them for civilian life had been 


greatest advantage in reducing 
number of habitual criminals, and he 
would be glad the system 
extended as widely as possible. He 
believed that at one time there was an 
intention to introduce the Borstal 
system irrespective of the length of 


He was not sure but that the 


to see 


sentence. 
system had been tried during certain 
portions of sentences. He thought it 
might be desirable to remove the limita- 
tion. Noone acquainted with the subject 
of prison discipline and management could 
complain of the quality of the warders 
or of the admirable way in which they 
He thought a 


great deal more might be done to make 


performed their work. 


their life tolerable. Any expense in- 


curred in providing recreation rooms for 
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the warders would be money well ex- 
pended. He thought it was most desirable 
that warders should have their dwellings 
within the precincts of the prison instead 
of having to go long distances. He 
believed that many of our 
prisons there were vacant lands on 
which suitable dwellings could be built in 
which the warders could live in decency 
and comfort with their families. The 
interest on the outlay for such buildings 
would not be more than the amount of 
the allowances which were now made to 
enable the warders to go long distances 
to their homes. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman in subsequent Estimates to 


about 





take into view the desirability of housing | 
the warders in buildings which were the 
property of the Government. He did 
not desire to delay the Vote, but he hoped 
that the right hon, Gentleman would take 
the several points 





into consideration 


| 
which he had raised. | 


*Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.) said he 
must also express thanks to the right 
hon. Gentleman for his statement, and he 
believed that a good deal of what he had 
said would give satisfaction to those | 
interested in prison reform. They were | 
especially glad to know that he looked 
with favour on the appointment of women 
to superintend women’s wards in prisons 
and in hospitals entirely occupied by 
female prisoners. He was sorry that the 
right hon. Gentleman had not gone a 
step further and agreed to the sugges 
tion of his hon. friend to appoint one 


woman Commissioner. He thought 
there were women who were com- 


petent to bring different ideas from 
those perhaps entertained by the male 
Commissioners, and they might be able to 
suggest means by which the treatment of 


women in our prisons would be greatly 


{23 May 1907} 





ameliorated, What seemed to him by 
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far the most important point which they 
had heard that night was that relating to 
the extension of the reformatory prin- 
ciple in our prisons. In his judgment all 
prisons should be reformatories. He 
did not see why they should stop at 
the age of twenty-three; he would treat 
every prisoner as a potential citizen ; he 
would give him some work to do of 
which he would be able to see the value, 
and he would keep him associated with 
other people. On that point he was 
disappointed at what the right hon. 
Gentleman had said. The Home Secre- 
tary had said that he did not think that 
association could be carried much 
further, and the inference was that the 
solitary system must be maintained. He 
was certain that the solitary system 
had a most demoralising effect upon the 
prisoners. Prince Kropatkin, a great 
authority with regard to prisons in other 
countries, went so far as to say that the 
demoralising effects of prisons were such 
that a man was worse when he came out 
of prison than when he went in. He 
said it was only because people were in 
ignorance of the realities of the case that 
they were so absolutely foolish as to 
maintain at their own expense institu- 
tions which turned out men worse than 
when they went in, and he added that 
almost in all cases, by proper reforms, 
they would be able to improve the 
character of prisoners and turn them out 
useful citizens. He was aware, however, 
that he could not discuss that question 
on this Vote, though a great deal might 
be said on it. We had no business to do 
anything with a prisoner except curtail 
his liberty for our own protection, and 
tlien we should do all we possibly could 
to reform him and make a better man of 
him when he came out of prison than he 
was when he went in. What was the 
meaning of men going back to prison 
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time after time ? 


appalling. Prison at present was a/ 
hardening institution. He hoped that 
the Home Office and the Govern- | 


ment would take a wide and humane 
view of the whole question and try to 
alter our present system in a very radical 
manner. The right hon. Gentleman 
himself had said that doubt the 
present system was not the best possible, 
but that it had grown out of the past and 
soon. Let them get rid of the past idea 
of punishing vindictively and revenge- 
fully those people who had offended 
The conditions under 


no 


against society. 
which many had to live brought them 
into contact with the criminal classes, 
and they were often driven into crime. 
It should be remembered that when they 
got men into prison it was not merely to 
hold them there as long as they could, 
but that they ought to pursue the work 
of reforming the criminal. He hoped 
that his hon. friend would not press his 
Amendment to a division, though he 
trusted that the promise of the right 
hon. Gentleman of a Bill to extend the 
reformatory principles in connection with 
our prisons would be fulfilled, and that 
the measure would be introduced shortly 


and receive strong support. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL asked leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


3. £127,105, to complete the sum for 


Industrial Schools, 


Reformatory and 
Great Britain. 

4, £24,128, to complete the sum for 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum. 


Resolutions [16th May] and Resolu- | 

| 

tions of this day to be reported upon | 
Mr. Byles. 
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upon Monday next. 


SUPPLY [2Np May]. 
Resolutions reported. 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE. 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1907-8. 
CxAss IIL. 

1. “That a not 
£36,985, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 


sum, exceeding 


Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1908, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Commissioner of 
Police, the Police Courts, and the Metro- 
politan Police Establishment of Dublin.” 


CuAss IL. 
2. “That a not 
£24,568, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 


sum, exceeding 


ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1908, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Office of Public Works 


in Ireland.” 


3; roast = exceeding 
£46,411, be granted to His Majesty, to 


complete the sum necessary to defray the 


sum, not 


Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1908, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Local Government Board 


in Ireland.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question, “ That 
this House do now adjourn,” — (J/r. 


| Whiteley) —put, and agreed to 


Adjourned accordingly at half 
after Eight o’Clock. 


(b 


C0) 


2 (N 
Vis 
> Go 
> Bil 
Or 
ant 


Or 
> Pri 
F mel 
. Por 
F Att 


¥ I 
Ord 
| Pro 
| mer 
ruri 
Mor 
: sent 
i Trel: 
i? 
Ord: 
(Ire 
Ord 
Gov 
(No. 
(Ire 
Star 
the 
Chai 


li 
Orde 
Pr V 
ment 
] Jub! 
first 
of P 
print 

Lo 
Orde 
Prov 
ment 
rural 


VC 





1228 


iain 


«ling 
y, to 
y the 
e of 
n the 
aries 
ar of 
etro- 


lin,” 


ding 
y, to 
y the 
pay- 
31st 
and 


orks 


ding 
y, to 
y the 
pay- 
31st 
and 
oard 


That 
(Mr. 


half 


4 (No. 7) 





1229 Returns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 24th May, 1907. 

The House met at Twelve of the 

Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Sutton Coldfield Rectory Bill [Lords] 
(by Order); read a second time, and 
committed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
Bill; Local Government Pro- 


yisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local 


* Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) 


> Bill ; 


Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 10) Bill ; read a second time, 


> and committed. 


Local Government (Lreland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). Bill to confirm certain 


> Provisional Orders of the Local Govern- 
F ment Board for [reland relating to Dublin, 
> Portrush, and Fermoy, presented by Mr. 
k Attorney-General for Ireland. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 3). Bill to confirm certain 


| Provisional Orders of the Local Govern- 
‘ment Board for Ireland relating to the 
‘rural districts of 
‘Monaghan, Balrothery, and Belfast, pre- 
sented by 
i Ireland. 


(No. 1), 


Rathdown 


Mr. Attorney-( teneral for 


Local Government (Treland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill and Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. 
Ordered, That, in the case of the Local 


# Government (Lreland) Provisional Orders 


(No. 2) Bill and of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill, 
Standing Order 193A be suspended, and 
the Bills be read the first time.— (Zhi 
Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill. “To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland relating to 
Dublin, Portrush, and Fermoy,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 209.] 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill. “To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland relating to the 
tural districts of Rathdown (No. 1), 
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Monaghan, Balrothery, and Belfast,” read 
the first time ; referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 210.] 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions for alteration; from Ferry 
Port-on-Craig; Latheron ; and, Rathven ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGLOUS 

INSTRUCTION) BILL. 

Petition of the county council of the 
West Riding of Yorkshire, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 

INFANT LIFE PROTECTION BILL. 

Petition from Ayr, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL, 

Petitions in favour ; from Fearn ; and, 
London ; to lie upon the Table. 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 

WIFE’S SISTER BILL, 

Petition from Chale, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF 
MAINTENANCE). 

Petition from Colchester, for legisla- 

tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


PROBATION OF OFFENDERS (No. 2) 
BILL. 


Reports, de. 


Petition from Ayr, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 
SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Petition from Ayr, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table. 

ULLAPOOL FREE CHURCH. 

Petition from Ullapool, for further 
inquiry ; to lie upon the Table. 

WEEKLY REST DAY BILL. 

Petition from London, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND 
BRITISH POS!SESSIONS). 

Copy presented, of annual statement 
of the trade of the United Kingdom 
with foreign countries and _ British 


2¥Y 
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Possessions for 1906. Volume IIL. [by 

Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

ENDOWED CHARITIES (ELEMENTARY 
EDUCATION) (CORNWALL). 

Copy presented, of Report made to the 
Board of Education in the result of an 
inquiry into endowments subject to the 
provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 
1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole 
or in part to purposes of elementary 
education in the county of Cornwall or 
in any part thereof [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 

IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 

Copy presented, of Return of advances 
made under The Irish Land Act, 1903, 
during the months of July and October, 
1906 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CROFTERS HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS. 

_ Return presented, relative thereto 
(ordered, 14th May; Jr. Ninelair|; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 162.] 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 
Copy presented, of Returns relating 


to the Council up to 3lst March, 1907, | 


with Estimate of Expenditure for the 
year ending 31st March, 1908 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 163.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | 
3,800 to 3,803 [by Command]; to lie | 


upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS ANI) ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED W1I1H THE VOTES. 
Taximeter Cabs. 

Mr. GODDARD CLARKE (Camber- 


well, Peckham): To ask the Secretary of | 


State for the Home Department whether, 
in view of the statutory rules and 


orders of 1907 (No. 199), made under | 


The Metropolitan Public Carriage Act, 
1869, providing that no distance recorder 
or taximetre shall be affixed to any 
hackney carriage without the seal or 
mark approved by the Commissioner 
affixed thereto, and that if a recorder or 
taximetre not having such seal or mark 
intact be affixed to any hackney carriage 
the licence of that carriage shall be liable 


{COMMONS} 
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; to revocation or suspension, and of the 
| fact that the learned magistrate at Bow 
| Street on the 14th instant declined to 
enforce the scales of fares made in ae- 
cordance with the above rules as applied 
to motor hackney carriages, on the 
| ground that the taximetre affixed to the 
carriage, the driver of which was being 
| then prosecuted for charging an excessive 
fare, had no such seal or mark as the 
rule requires, he will say whether there 
are any other motor hackney carriages 
plying on the streets of London for hire 
having taximetres affixed thereto, and 
which are unprovided with said seal or 
| mark; and, if so, will their licences be 
revoked or suspended until such time as 
the said rules are complied with. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary (Hladstone,) 
None of the taximeter motor cabs, about 
140 in number, which are now plying in 

|the streets of London, have yet had 
their taximeters sealed as prescribed in 
the new Public Carriage Order. The 
cause of the delay has been the necessity 
for careful inquiry end experiment 
in order to decide what tests taximeters 
/should be subjected to before sealing. 
| This question is now, I hope, on the 
point of being settled. In the meantime 
| the cabs already equipped could only 
| have been prevented from running at 
great loss to their owners and some in- 
convenience to the public, and, while 
steps are being taken to ensure full 
compliance with the order at an early 
| date, the Commissioner of Police does 


| not contemplate taking such action as is 
| suggested in the Question. 


Cocoa Duties. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the statement by a large chocolate manu- 
'facturer that the absence of a cocoa 
| drawback on exported chocolates con- 
siderably impedes the expansion of the 
export trade in these goods ; and whether 
|he will take steps in Committee on the 
Finance Bill to make such alterations in 
the Revenue Laws as will remove this 
hardship from the chocolate industry. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) Yes, Sir. 
But, as I explained in reply to a Question 
by the hon. Member for North West 
Lanarkshire on the 29th ultimo, there are 
other anomalies in connection with the 
| present scale of cocoa duties which make 
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it undesirable to deal with the question 
of drawback except as part of a general 
scheme of revision, which I am not. pre- 
pared to propose in connection with the 
Finance Bill of this year. 


‘Juestions, 


Hartley Wintney School. 

Sir A. SPICER (Hackney, Central) : 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, notwith- 
standing the repeated outbreaks of 
infectious disease at the Hartley Wintney 
districts schools, the adverse Report of 
His Majesty’s inspector in 1905 regarding 
the children’s education and attainments, 
the desire of a number of the guardians 
of the unions forming the school district 
to adopt other ways of dealing with the 
children, and the pledge given by the 
Department after the issue of the Report 
of the Department Committee of 1896 
that barrack schools should not be en- 
larged, official encouragement is being 
given to the spending of a large sum of 
money on enlarging the present school 
buildings. 


(Answered by Mr, John Burns.) The 
accommodation at the school is not 
sufficient to provide for the children of 
the unions comprised in it. The Local 
Government Board’s inspector for the 
district discussed the matter with the 
managers in February last. He pointed 
out various ways in which the ditticulty 
might be met, and expressed his personal 
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opinion that an enlargement of the 
school would probably be found the best 
and, in the long run, the most economical 
course. Even if the accommodation was 
extended as suggested the institution 
would not be a large one, and would not 
appear to come within the category of a 
barrack school to which exception has 
been taken. The school is in an open 
and healthy situation, and His Majesty’s 
inspector of schools has reported last 
year that the instruction had improved 
since his last visit and that it promised 
well. 


Imports from Germany. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade if he can state 
what was the value of the consignments 
from Germany to the United Kingdom 
of food, drink and tobacco, raw materials, 
and manufactures, respectively, in 1904 
and 1905. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he can 
state the value of the exports to 
Germany from the United Kingdom of 
food, drink and tobacco, raw materials, 
and manufactures, respectively, in 1904 
and 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
following statement gives the information 
desired so far as shown in the United 
Kingdom Trade Accounts :— 





Imports into the United 
Kingdom consigned from 
Germany. 


Exports of the Produce and 
Manufactures of the United 
Kingdom to Germany. 





1904. 
£ 

Food, drink, and tobacco - | 11,030,000 
Raw materials and articles 
mainly unmanufactured - 3,547,000 
Articles wholly or mainly 
manufactured - - 34,318,000 
Miscellaneous and unclas- 
sified (including parcel 
post) - - . "d 617,000 

Total - - | 49,512,000 


1905. 1904. 1905. 
£ £ £ 
11,230,000 | 2,080,000 2,946,000 
| 
3,896,000 | 3,893,000 4,458,000 
38,057,000 18,585,000 21,635,000 
| 
656,000 | 543,000 663,000 
| 
53,839,000 | 25,101,000 29,702,000 
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Revenue Penalties of over £50. 


Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, Bridgeton) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he will give instructions that 
full particulars be given to the Annual 
Reports of the two Revenue Boards of 
any penalties of £50 and upwards in- 
flicted on the sureties for Revenue 
bonded premises as a result of irregu- 
laritfes. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) There is 
no record for many years past of the 
infliction of any such penalty by either 
of the Revenue Boards ; but, in any case, 
I do not think it would be advisable to 
publish details of cases of this nature in 
the Annual Reports unless there should 
happen to be in any case some feature 
of public importance. 


War Office Pensions —Case of Hugh Craig. 

Mr. W. BENN (Tower Hamlets, St. 
George’s): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
called to the statement of Hugh Craig 
that he is not in a fit condition to undergo 
an anesthetic, as required by the War 
Office before granting a continuation of 
his pension; will he say whether the 
pension will be granted if Craig produces 
a medical certificate to this effect; and 
what provision would be made for those 
dependent on him should he succumb 
under the operation. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
An anesthetic would not be ad- 
ministered unless it was considered safe 
by the medical authorities. The latter 
will be glad to receive any evidence that 
Craig is unfit to receive a general 
anesthetic, ibut the ultimate decision as 
to whether he is or is not fit must rest 
with them. In the event of death under 
an anesthetic I regret to say that the 
man’s dependents would have no claim 
to compensation. 


EMPLOYMENT OF WOMEN BILL 
[| Lorps. } 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Friday next, and to be 


printed. [Bill 211.] 


{COMMONS} 
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| SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) 
| [SALARIES. ] 
| 
| 


(Scotland) [Salaries.] 


Considered in Committee. 
(Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair,] 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
| “* That, for carrying out the provisions of 
jany Act of the present session to 
‘encourage the formation of Small Agri- 
‘cultural Holdings in Scotland, it is ex- 
| pedient to authorise—(i.) the payment, 
}out of the Consolidated Fund, of the 
|salaries of the chairman, and of each of 
ithe other members of the Land Court: 
|(ii.) the payment out of moneys pro- 
| vided by Parliament of—(a) the salaries 
|and remuneration of the Agricultural 
| Commissioners and other persons ap- 
| pointed or employed by them, and by the 
| Land Court, and the expenses incurred 
| by the Land Court and the Agricultural 
| Commissioners in the execution of their 
duties ; (b) anannual sum not exceeding 
| eighty-five thousand pounds for the use 
'of the Agricultural Commissioners ; (c) 
| compensation in certain cases to members 
and ofticers of the Crofters’ Commission.” 
—(Mr, Sinclair.) 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
| Burghs) said that the general expendi- 
iture under this Bill ought to be 
|reviewed as a whole. The Land Court, 
‘the Agricultural Commission, and the 
| Board of Agriculture for Scotland were 
organisation, 


practically part of one 
and therefore it was necessary to take 
the whole subject of expenditure under 
review. After all, the Agricultural Com- 
miszioner was to act as the State Ground 
Officer in the scheme of expenditure on 
small holdings ; he took the work in its 
first stage, and the Land Court would 
take it in its second stage, and then 
would come in the new Board of Agricul- 
ture. All these were, as he had said, 
very closely connected, and one organisa- 
tion ; and he could not see how they could 
deal with the question of finance without 
reviewing all the authorities set up by the 
Bill—the Land Court, the Agricultural 
Commission, and the Board of Agriculture. 
The work which those bodies were to 
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undertake was to regulate the tenure of | conduct valuations for the incoming and 


land in Scotland. Money would be 
required for all their operations. 
would be the work of carving out the 
farms into small holdings, and the crea- 
tion and equipment of small holdings. 
The Land Court would also have to deal 
with the whole question of intensive 
cultivation, in regard to which no pro- 
vision was made for enlisting the assist- 
ance of the local authorities, and therefore 
that would have to be paid work. Then 


There | 


| outgoing tenants, which would be very 


numerous among a mobile population. 


| They were no longer dealing with a resi- 


| 


dential but with an industrial population, 
and the whole of the valuations would be 
much more complicated. They would 
have to value individual holdings instead 
of townships, and the litigation that 
would ensue would beenormous. Valua- 


‘tions would have to be made of the 


there was the question of making pro- | 


vision for sylviculture out of the grants ; 
of promoting the efficiency of small 
cultivation and of agriculture generally. 
The cost involved was like the 
methods of the Bill — somewhat hazy, 
and he thought that the different 
items of expenditure ought to be more 
completely defined at the present stage. 
If not now, he did not know when. 
The system of finance was defended 

being the cheapest way of dealing with 
the question. But they should look at 
the facts before they could say that it 
would be the cheapest. Clause 3 of the 
sill which set up the Land Court was 
not in the Bill of last year, and they 
ought to be told why that clause had 
been found to be necessary. There was 
an item of £6,000 for salaries of the 
members of the Land Court; but they 
ought to know why that new provision 
had been found necessary. A Land 
Court had not been found necessary 
under the Crofters Act, and he did not 
know why it was necessary here. The 
Land Court would not be recognised 
as a judicial authority, because the 
State being the managing director in 
the co-partnership, the Land Court 
would be regarded more in the light of 
an agency than of a judicial body. The 
expense of the Crofters Commission had 
heen very considerable, and the work of 
the Land Court would be very much 


greater than that of the Crofters Com- | 


mission. Under the Bill leaseholders 
were added, and the Crofters Acts were 
extended to all holdings below £50 rent 
or under 50 acres—which might mean 
holdings up to £500 rent, and on 


pastoral farms in the West Highlands up | 


to 1,000 acres. The expenditure, there- 
fore, might be very much greater than 
the £6,000 here provided. The Court 
would have to superintend and authorise 


the gifts and the loans that were to be | 


made for equipment. It would have to | 


existing equipments. Calculations would 
have to be made as to whether the loss 
would not be too great to incur. The 
— equipment would have to be set up 
vy aid of the State, and that equipment 
wale have to be supervised, or there 
would be an immense waste of public 
money. In fact, when, in an industrial 
district, a man went out of his holding, 
there would be the most intricate basis of 
valuation that could possibly be imagined, 
especially when free sale was excluded. 
Tue Lord Advocate had admitted that in 
some parts of Scotland litigation was 
carried on with the greatest vehemence. 
He had heard of two litigants who were 
disputing as to whether. a march fence 
should have two or six wires on it. 
The case was carried from the Sheriff 
Court to the Outer House of the 
Court of Session, thence to the Inner 
House, and eventually to the House 
of Lords. As a matter of fact the 
litigants were the proprietors of only 
130 acres each. He thought it would be 
wholly unwise to assume that the litiga- 
tion would be comparable with that under 
the Crofters Acts. It was assumed that 
a great number of tenants would be able 
to agree with the landowner and would 
not come before the Land Court at all. 
But the rating immunity under the Bill 
would force the small holders before the 
Land Court. That was the only way to 
get relief for the rating of their fixtures. 
‘That rating was a very serious item. 
Tho reduction of 3d. of the income-tax 
was a flea-bite compared with the 5s. 
involved in local rates. If aman could 
build a house in Lewis or Sutherland- 
shire for £400 or £500 and escape rating 
on it, the inducement to escape from the 
incidence of that rating would be 
sufficiently great to force every tenant to 
go before the Court. Perhaps that 
point could be cleared up under the 
valuation proposals of the Govern- 
ment. The work also of initiating small 
‘holdings must necessarily come “before 
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the Court. 
take the initiative. The local authorities 
would not do it; and the owners could 
not do it. It was said that ownership 
was not touched by the Bill; but his 
contention was that the Bill destroyed 
ownership. The Court must, therefore, 


find their way ‘out, or they would 
be making ropes out of sand. He did 
not think that the cost of the Court 


would be less than three times the 
salaries ; or, say £20,000 a year. Re- 
garding the Agricultura! Commissioner, 
he had to direct the whole Jand policy of 
the Government ; to conduct inquiries 
throughout Scotland as to the require- 
ments of the districts for small holdings, 
and as to the land available ; to present 
his reports to the Land Court; to make 
plans and new steadings; to devise 
methods of utilising the old equipment ; 
and to supervise the expenditure. If 
the small holdings were to be a 
success they would have to take part 
in the establishment of land banks and 
co-operative enterprise, otherwise the 
small farmer would not be able to com- 
pete with the large, nor with the Danish 
co-operator, in which case he would be an 
economic failure. He would have no 
financial difficulty in regard to the exten- 
sion of intensive cultivation, but he would 
have the entire arrangements to make for 
it. He would have the supervision of the 
expenditure of £65,000 a year, and that 
meant something like £3,000 a year, 
taking the average cost of management 
at 4) per cent. The Agricultural Com- 
missioner himself could not possibly 
superintend the management of all the 
scattered holdings and the scattered 
investments throughout the country. He 
would have to have deputies in the 


different localities; and while there 
would be a large central office in 


Edinburgh, there would have to be 
local offices for the State factors. 
Private factoring in Scotland cost about 
£250,000 a year,and the whole of that 
factoring would conflict with that of the 
State. He could not think, therefore, 
that the cost of this Department would 
be less than £20,000 a year. His next 
point was the cost of the new Board of 
Agriculture. The cost of the Irish Board 
was £190,000, and he thought they 
ought to be told what the cost of the 
Scottish Board was to be. The Secretary 
for Scotland said they ought to have 
£200,000 a year. 
Mr. Munro Ferguson. 


{COMMONS} 
It would be for the Court to | 
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THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Srnciair, Forfarshire) : No; what 
I said was that if we spent money upon 
agriculture in Scotland at the rate they 
did in other countries we should have to 
spend £200,000 a year. 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said that 
appeared. to be the sum which would be 
needed if the expenditure was of a 
satisfactory character. But they ought 


to be tok! what they were going to 
spend. It could not be limited by the 


salaries of the proposed Commission in 
Edinburgh, as the existing powers of 
the Board of Agriculture would have 
to be transferred to the new body, 
which would want a staff, laboratories, 
and the services of experts, so that 
the experiments might be conducted 
which were much wanted for small farms 
and the general working of agriculture. 
Then the new Board would be entrusted 
with sylviculture, and many _ hon. 
Members had expressed themselves in 
favour of afforestation being dealt with. 
He wished to know, however, whether 
the words which had been uttered upon 
that subject were mere words or would 
result in the creation of timber ; whether 
they were simply words in the air, or 
population on the soil. It was pos- 
sible to spend £250,000 a year 
upon afforestation, and unless £25,000 
were expended they should achieve no 
results at all. Then there was the 
question of the cost of housing all 
these bodies and of the provision of the 
laboratories, which with the expendi- 
ture upon the central local office, must be 
very large. He thought it would 
absorb about £100,000 a year to give 
the Billa start. If the objects of the Bill 
were not developed by the money they 
voted and that £100,000 was wanting, it 
would mean the ruin of the Bill. In 
addition £65,000 for the equipment of 
small farms was sufficient for the 
experimental work in regard to them, 
but would be wholly inadequate to meet 
the demands of the system established by 
the Bill. The land system in Scotland, 
whether it was satisfactory or not, was 
very highly equipped, and the capital now 
invested would be diverted, probably to 
the extent of £1,000,000 a year, by the 
passing of this Bill, On the average 
in 1875 it had taken about 20 per 
cent. to equip land on a rental of 
£8,000,000 as it then was. Now the 
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rental was far nearer £5,500,000, the 
equipment more costly, and the occupiers 
could not meet the deficiency with 
regard to equipment. They had to 
take into account the fact that the State 
might be called upon to make up a large 
part of that deficiency, or else the 
agricultural equipment of the country 
must deteriorate. Then there were one 
or two contingent liabilities which they 
would incur by the Bill. There was the 
security for the owners’ rent under the 
Bill, because he had security for seven 
years or fer the end of a lease. An 
assurance was given to the owner that 
there should be no loss under the work- 
ing of the Bill, and he did not know 
whether that meant that his rent would 
not be reduced for a still longer period, 
but at any rate it would involve liability 
upon the State of the owners’ loss which 
was to be made good, and he did not 
think it was provided for. 


Mr. SINCLATR, on a point of order, 
said his hon. friend had arrived now at a 
question which would have to be dis- 
cussed on the Committee stage of the 
Bill, and which had only a remote con- 
nection with the finance of the measure. 
He would, therefore, ask the guidance of 
the Chairman on the matter. The dis- 
cussion on the point must be renewed, 
and if it were continued they would be 
committing the Committee to a Second 
Reading discussion of the Bill. He was 
anxious not to do that and thus involve 
the House in the inconvenience of a 
duplicate dehate. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said he had listened 

to the speech of the hon. Member very 
carefully. His argument was that the 
provisions of the Bill being so and so, 
the expenditure under the Bill would be 
likely to be such and sucha sum. That 
argument was in order, but he did not 
know whether that particular point he 
was on at the moment was. He did not 
think it was in order; the hon. Mem- 
her seemed to be addressing himself to 
a Committee point. 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said he 
did not know whether he was in order 
or not, but surely what he was entitled 
to point out was that, besides the Reso- 
lution they had under discussion, the 
clauses made it clear that there were 
certain liabilities which were a necessary 
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consequence of the Bill and which they 
had to bear in mind in grasping the 
whole scope of the financial proposals. 


*Tne CHAIRMAN said if that was 
the case and the liabilities in question 
were not included in the financial Resolu- 
tion, he thought they ought to be dealt 
with in Committee rather than on that 
occasion. 


*Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) asked 
what provision would be made for dealing 
with these contingent liabilities, 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that was not a 
question for him. He had only to deal 
with this Resolution. 


*Mr. HAROLD COX was afraid he had 
not made himself clear ; would these con- 
tingent liabilities have to come before the 
House in Committee of Ways and Means, 
because if there was in the Bill a con- 
tingent liability on the State, that should 
he dealt with in Committee of Ways and 
Means. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN said that was a 
point to be thrashed out in Committee. 
If there was a further liability upon 
public funds that would have to be 
thrashed out in Committee and _ possibly 
dealt with in another Money Resolution. 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said he 
quite understood the ruling of the Chair- 
man and would therefore restrict his 
remarks to the three points as to the 
finance of the Land Court, of the Agricul- 
tural Commission on Small Holdings, 
and of the Board of Agriculture. Those 
were the three points which arose uncer 
the clauses, and unless the Treasury 
grasped them they would get into a 
financial morass. But he thought in 
connection with the three points of which 
he had spoken he had made out strong 
grounds for asking for some explanation. 


Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said it would be convenient to 
the Committee to know exactly what 
they were voting upon, and he protested 
against voting on this financial Resolution 
in the dark. They were dealing with 
two separate matters. A Land Court 
was to be established for the first time, 
with a chairman with a salary of £2,000 
a year, and with four other members, each 
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of whom was to receive £1,000 a year, 
making £6,000 a year in all. They 
were then asked to vote absolutely 
in the dark some further expenditure 
for all the other officials connected 
with the Court and the expenses which 
they incurred in the execution of their 
duty. What he would like to ask was 
what officials it was intended to create 
and their number, and what was the total 
estimated expenditure upon them and 
upon the Land Court under the Bill. 
They had not been told that ; they were 
simply writing a blank cheque for the 
use of the Secretary for Scotland for such 
expenses as he chose to incur with regard 
to the Land Court. There was a second 
point. It seemed perfectly clear that 
there was to be a totally different body 
created under the bill—a Land Commis- 
sion consisting of three commissioners, 
one of whom was to be the chairman. 
In the case of the Land Court they were 
told the salaries of the chairman and of 
the four assistant commissioners, but 
they were not given the same information 
about the Land Commission. He ob- 
jected to vote in the dark as to what 
salaries the commissioners were to 
receive. What was to be the salary of 
the chairman ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR said there was no 
chairman with a salary mentioned in 


the Bill. 


Mr. RAWLINSON said that from the 
language of the second clause an English- 
man might well fall into the error of think- 
ing that there was to be a salaried chair- 
man. It was to the effect that it should 
be lawful to appoint not more than three 
persons to be designated Agricultural 
Commissioners for Scotland, one of whom 
should be chairman. How could the 
right hon. Gentleman expect he should 
know that the latter was not to be paid ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN, interposing, said 
that that was surely a point for the 
Committee stage of the Bill. 


Mr. RAWLINSON said he agreed it 
was a Committee point, but the right hon. 
Gentleman interrupted. 


Mr. SINCLAIR said there was no 


increased salary due to the appointment | 
| like the rest of the Liberal Party, of a 


of the chairman. 
Mr. Rawtinson. 
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Mr. RAWLINSON said he found in 
the Bill that the Agricultural Commis. 
sioners, and such other Commissioners ag 
might be appointed should receive 
respectively such salary and remunera- 
tion as the Treasury might sanction, and 
that those salaries should be paid out of 
monies voted by Parliament. He sub. 
mitted that that question was directly 
before the Committee. It was provided 
that there should be three Commis. 
sioners, one of whom should be chair- 
man, and then the next _ section 
went on to say that the Commissioners 
should receive remuneration, but the 
right hon. Gentleman told him across 
the floor of the House that the chairman 
was not to receive remuneration. That 
was the matter which they were there to 
discuss, viz., the salaries and remunera- 
tion of the Commissioners and other 
persons employed. If it was correct that 
the chairman of the Commisssioners was to 
be an unpaid official surely they should 
know that before they voted on the 
matter. According to the Bill it appeared 
to him that there were to be three people 
who were to be paid salaries. He wished 
to know what was the estimate of the 
Government as to cost with regard to 
not only the Land Court but also the 
Agricultural Commissioners. Was it an 
expenditure of hundreds of thousands of 
pounds or was it not? He was not deal- 
ing with the merits of the Bill, but as an 
English Member he protested against the 
vague way in which the Financial Reso- 
lution was put before the Committee. He 
had just elicited that some of these 
people were to be paid and some unpaid 
officials, and they ought to have complete 
information in regard to all the cases. 
Before discussing the matter he wished 
to know what amount the Government 
thought was likely to be required on the 
Vote the Committee was asked to pass. 


*Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) said he 
had no desire to express an opinion on 
the clauses of the Bill. He simply 
rose as an English Member to protest 
against, the expenditure, because he 
thought it was time someone should 
protest against the way in which the 
Liberal Party, although pledged to 
economy, were continually adding to 
national expenditure. By Clause 3 of the 
Bill the country was being pledged to an 
unlimited expenditure. -He was in favour, 
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large extension of small holdings, but he 
was not in favour of taking the tax- 
payers’ money for the purpose of sub- 
sidising any particular form of industry. 
In his own constituency there were many 
small tradesmen who would like to set 
up in business, but would they be 
justified in coming to the House and 
asking for money to set them up? If 
once the (Government admitted the 
principle that they might subsidise a 
particular form of industry, where were 
they to stop? Were mill owners to be 
entitled to come and ask for the capital 
to put machinery into their mills, or mine- | 
owners for money to sink shafts? If 
once they acceded to the demand to 
equip small holdings at the taxpayers’ 
expense, they would be met with 
demands to equip other industries in the 
same manner, and he did not see where 
it was to cease. They had no guarantee, 
moreover, that the small holdings would 
be occupied by labourers at all. He was 
informed that the reason that the price of | 
small holdings in Scotland was so high was | 
that instead of their being occupied by | 
labourers, they were taken by the trades- | 
men of the neighbouring towns who used | 
them as pleasure farms. He contended 
that the Government had no right to 
spend the taxpayers’ money in subsidising 
industry ; the House was pledged to 
economy, and hon. Members ought 
carefully to scrutinise the expenditure 
of every penny of public money. 





Sir HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) said the hon. 
Member for Preston had raised a very 
natural protest, but the hon. Member for 
Leith Burghs had entered much more 
fully into the administrative difficulties 
which might be involved, and shown 
how very blindly they were being asked 
to vote money so far as the extent 
of the different items was concerned. 
The first of the items was the money pro- 
posed to be expended on the Land Court, 
and the hon. Member had very success- 
fully shown that the Land Court would | 
cost £30,000 a year. He himself did | 
not think it could cost less. The next | 
item was that for the Land Commis- | 
sioners, who would, he presumed, not | 
cost less than £3,000 or £4,000 a year. 
Both the Land Court and the Land 
Commissioners were to have large staffs, | 
and if the staffs were to bear the ordinary | 
relation to the chiefs—if there was to be 
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an army which was not composed entirely 
of officers—the salaries of that staff must 
bear a much larger proportion to the 
total than that which was spent on 
the Land Court and the Land Com- 
missioners. It was impossible to 
say what the total expenditure, which 
they were asked to sanction so blindly, 
would be if they had no estimate. But 
it conld not be less than £30,0U0 a year. 
What was the amount of money which 
that £30,000 a year paid to officials was 
to administer? It was £65,000, or at the 
most £80,000, if to that £65,000 was 
added the £15.000 which had already 
been added to the congested districts 
fund. He, however, understood that it 
was £65,000, and the cost of the ad- 
ministration was to be nearly 50 per cent. 
of the amount administered. Was that 
the proper relation that ought to exist be 
tween the cost of administration and the 
sum to be administered ? Only the other 
day when they were discussing the affairs 
of Ireland they found one item which 
was thought to be over large, and many 
Members discussing it thought that 35 
per cent. was an unheard of cost for 
administration. In this case, however, 
it was nearly 50 per cent. There 
was no limit to the amount which 
might have to be spent under the first 
part of the Resolution, but the limit for 
recasting the small holdings in Scotland 
could not be less than £65,000, and at 
that rate the recasting of the Scottish 
system of holding land would be very 
slow. By its very nature the amount 
of money that would have to be ad- 
ministered by these officials could not 
be limited. There were certain obliga- 
tions absolutely beyond the control of the 
Government which might arise and have 
to be dealt with. They were told on the 
occasion of the Second Reading that if 
there was a loss on these farms it 
was only fair that it should be borne 
by the State. How could the State 
limit such a liability as that ? How could 
they say that such a liability would be 
confined to £65,000 a year? The Secre- 
tary for Scotland shook his head, but he 
had not vouchsafed to the Committee any 
information. These points showed that 
the Committee was justified in insisting 
upon a full explanation of the financial 
clauses of the Bill, and in asking for 
an explanation of the reasons that 
had led the Government to impose 


| on the country such an enormous burden 
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of officialism, adding to the ranks already 
too costly another rank which would 
hear to the amount administered the 
marvellous proportion of 50 per cent. 
They were entitled to ask the Govern- 
ment who had proposed that an un- 
limited liability should rest upon the 
country whether they were prepared to 
siy that the total sum which they 
intended to put at the disposal of the 
Commissioners could in the nature of 
things ever be confined to £65,000 a 
year. If they had some explanation 
perhaps the Committee would find itself 
in a better position to carry on the 
discussion. 


Sik F. BANBURY (City of London) 
said the hon. Member for Cambridge had 
raised a very important .point, namely, 
that the Committee was asked to vote 
money for the payment of officials with- 
out having been given any information 
as to what that amount was going to be, 
and he was surprised that the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite had not given greater 
consideration to his remarks. The whole 
consensus of opinion three years ago of 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen who now 
occupied the Treasury Bench was against 
anything of the sort here proposed being 
done. In June, 1904, when the Financial 
Resolution of the Aliens Bill was being 
discussed, the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Islington opened the 
debate by saying that it would be only 
reasonable that Resolutions of the kind 
should appear upon the Paper so that 
the Committee knew their precise 
provisions before they were asked to 
debate them. Why had not that been 
done in this esse? Then came the 
hon. Member for Halifax, who said 
that a good deal depended on the 
quantity of administering they were 
to do, that being limited by the number 
to ke employed. Then came the Presi 
dent of the Board of Edueation, who 
thought the Committee ought to know 
how many officials the Home Secretary 
was going to appoint and what sort of 
men they were to be. Nothing of the 
sort had been done with regard to this 
Bill. Then the Postmaster-General made 
two extraordinary admissions. The right 
hon. Gentleman first stated that he had 
voted for the Second Reading, but that 
he would not have done so had he 
thought it was to be sent to a Grand 
Committee. 


Sir Henry Craik. 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN said it was quite 
out of order for the hon. Gentleman to 
deal in that way with a Bill which was 
not before the House. 


Sir F. BANBURY said the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the Admiralty also ob- 
jected to the clause giving power to pro- 
vide officers and to provide for the salaries 
of persons to be employed. He thought 
he had shown that on a precisely similar 
Resolution hon. and right hon. Gentle- 
men had not taken the very steps 
which they had advocated three years 
ago. He hoped, therefore, they would 
give some explanation why they had 
suddenly changed their opinions. With 
regard to the first Resolution, which 
said there should be paid £2,000 a 
year to the President of the Land 
Court and £1,000 a each ot 
the other members, which money was to 
come out of the Consolidated Fund, he 
believed he was right in saying the effeet 
of that would be that the acts of those 
five gentlemen could not be reviewed by 
the House of Commons, inasmuch as, 
since the money was to be taken out of 
the Consolidated Fund, there would be no 
opportunity of reviewing their acts upon 
the Estimates. On the Vote for the 
salary of the Secretary for Scotland there 
might be an opportunity, but that Vote 
inight not come before the House except 
under the closure. He therefore ob- 
jected most strongly to voting money 
out of the Consolidated Fund in the 
manner proposed, It was proposed to 
spend £6,000 a year on the salaries of 
five gentlemen, who were to administer a 
system which had been most unsuccessful 
wherever it had previously been set up 
to administer a Land Court for which 
there was no precedent in either England 
or Scotland, and over which Parliament 
might not have any control. The Secre- 
tary for Scotland ought to be able to give 
some idea to the Committee of what sum of 
money he was going to demand from the 
Treasury, what number of officials he 
was zoing to appoint, and what their 
duties were to be. ‘The Committee were 
asked by this Resolution to provide a 
sum of about £100,000, so far as he 
could understand ; £85,000 was to be 
money taken from the taxpayers. The 
hon. Member for the Leith Burghs bad 
shown—and the opinion of the hon. 
Member ought to weigh very greatly 
with the Committee—that £100,000 a 
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year would be necessary for the officers 
of both bodies. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said that 
was assuming that sylviculture was 
adopted. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that was what 
he understood was going to be done. 
The money would be devoted to the Land 
Court and the Land Commissioners, and 
they would do certain work which the 
Agricultural Commissioners had under 
taken in connection with the Board of 
Agriculture, which was to he separated 
from the Board of Agriculture in England, 
and was to become a separate Board. 
lf all those things were to be done the 
expenditure would be £100,000 a year, 
because anything less would be false 
economy, and no economy could be so 
false as that which set up a Department 
in such a manner that it had not the 
funds to work properly. ‘The hon. Mem 
ber had said £100,000 would be required 
for that, and that only showed the danger 
of setting up Boards to do work which 
ought to be done by the landowners 
themselves. The hon. Member for 
Preston had pointed that out, and had 
made a very strong point when he asked 
whether the Government intended to set 
up manufacturers and others in business. 
How did the right hon. Gentleman know 
that the money was not going to be 
wasted; what would happen to the 
money ; and what foundation or grounds 
had he for thinking that it would serve 
any useful purpose at all ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that was a 
matter of principle which the House had 
dealt with on the Second Reading of the 
Bill, and it was not in order to discuss 
it on this Resolution. 


Sir F. 
when they were going to vote away 
the money of the taxpayers, they might 
not deal with the question of what was 
going to happen to the money. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said the hon. Mem- 
ber was arguing that the Bill would not 
have a good effect, and that argument 
was out of order, because the House had 
passed the Second Reading of the Bill. 


= 


that 
whether 


said 
was 


F. BANBURY 
to know 


SIR 
he wished 


BANBURY asked whether, | 
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the money was going to be wasted, or 
whether they were not going to enter 
into a large system of land speculation 
which might lead to no good result. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that that was 
the exact point which he understood the 
hon. Baronet was trying to make, and 
that point was out of order. 


Sir F. BANBURY said he bowed to 
the ruling of the Chair, but, neverthe- 
loss, it seemed to him that though the 
representatives of the taxpayers were 
asked to vote the money, they were not 
allowed to argue that it might be wasted. 
A full discussion should be allowed upon 
all the expenditure under the Resolution, 
and that was the only opportunity they 
would have to discuss it. What was to 
happen when a loss occurred in connection 
with these holdings? They were going 
to vote the sum of £65,000 a year, and 
that sum was to be devoted to certain 
objects. Would the amount be sufficient for 
those objects ? The Prime Minister had said 
that any loss arising out of the Act ought 
fairly to fall on the State, and all they 
wanted to know was how it was possible 
to provide for a loss out of the sum of 
£65,000. The money was nothing like 
suflicient if the objects of the Bill were 
to be carried out in the manner which 
the right hon. Gentleman desired. If 
the whole of the £65,000 were directed 
to those objects it would only enable 
them to provide something like 130 
small holdings annually, and that left 
wholly out of consideration the enormous 
expenditure which must arise when 
these different bodies were set up under 
the Bill. Under those circumstances, 
and in view of the fact that they had 
no opportunity of knowing what money 
was really going to be spent on the 
salaries of officials, he felt it his duty to 
oppose the Resolution. 

Attention called to the fact that forty 


Members were not present. House 
counted ; and, forty Members being 
present— 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) said a 
great deal had been attempted to be 
made of the loss which might occur 
under the Bill, but he did not believe 
that there would be any loss at all. As 
far as their experience went of small 
holdings and allotments there had been 
He quite agreed with hon. 


no loss. 
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Gentlemen opposite that they had a| upon the English taxpayer in respect of 


right to ask for particulars with regard 
to expenditure under the Bill, and if 
the Secretary for Scotland could give 
them a rough estimate, they might get 
on much faster. It was absurd to think 
that they would be able to carry out the 
purposes of the Bill without any expendi- 
ture at all. They could not expect to have 
Commissioners and the other. machinery 
of the ‘measure without incurring some 
cost. His hon. friend the Member for 
Preston seemed to think that they ought 
to carry on the proposed Department 
without coming on the taxpayer at all. 
If they could do that with all the Depart- 
ments the Government would get rid of 
the salaries of officials and probably those 
of Ministers. He did not object, but it 
had not been their experience hitherto 
that they could carry on a Department 
without expense. As he understood, the 
expenditure, save such as would fall 
upon the Consolidated Fund, namely, 
the salaries of the Land Court Commis- 
sioners, would come before Parliament 
year by year. That was his reading of 
the Resolution, but perhaps the Secretary 
for Scotland would presently explain the 
matter to them. His own impression 
was that they were taking now another 
Second Reading debate, so far as they 
could within the ruling of the Chair. 
They had already had three days dis- 
cussion in the Grand Committee and 
after this financial Resolution was passed, 
they would be in a position, in the Grand 
Committee, to discuss financial matters 
thoroughly ; he hoped, therefore, that the 
Committee would now allow the Resolu- 
tion to pass. Something had been said 
about the English txpayer. The opinion 
of Scotland was that she already con- 
tributed too large a share of the general 
revenue of the country, and that being so 
the cost of the Bill would fall upon the 
Scotttsh and not upon the English tax- 
payers. Nobody had a right to say that 
it was the English taxpayer who would 
have to find the money. 

Sir F. BANBURY said that what the 
hon. Gentleman said might be correct, 
but it did not make it any better for the 
English taxpayer that he would have to 
pay something more as his share of the 
expenditure under the Bill. 


*Mr. MORTON said his point was that 
there was not going to be a special charge 
Mr. Morton. 





the Bill, and that, as the Scottish tax- 
payer already paid more than his fair 
share of the Imperial Revenue, it was 
upon him the charge would fall. They 
had no business, therefore, to bring up 
the complaint that it was the English 
taxpayers who were going to be called 
upon to pay for the carrying out 
of the Bill when it became an Act. The 
measure would effect a saving of official 
expenses by altering the existing system, 
and getting rid of two Boards, viz., the 
Crofters Commission and the Congested 
Districts Board. Everybody was aware, 
who knew anything of the House, that 
he was as much in favour of economy 
as anyone, and more so than hon. and 
right hon. gentlemen opposite |“ No”, 
and all he could say was that they would 
have full opportunity of discussing these 
matters in the Grand Committee, and 
that, therefore, in order to get that 
opportunity, they should now pass the 
Resolution, without further delay, of 
which they had already had too much. 


*Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) 


said the hon. gentleman who had just sat 


down had endeavoured to show that 
England would not suffer, but that 


Scotland would incur a heavy burden, 
because she already paid too large a 
share of the Imperial Revenue. 


*Mr. MORTON: IT never said anything 
about a heavy burden. I said that what- 
ever expense the country may he put to 
would be paid by the Scottish taxpayer. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said he would point 
out to the hon. Member that this ex- 
penditure was to come upon the Consoli- 
dated Fund to which England contributed 
equally with Scotland. The hon. 
Member showed that Scotland already 
paid a larger share of the National 
burden than she ought to do, and, there- 
fore he ventured to submit that whatever 
was added to Scotland’s expenditure was 
a further injustice to that country, which 
was supported by the hon. Member 
representing a Scottish constitueney. 


*Mr. MORTON: No, no. I do not 


admit that. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said he understood 
that it was the rule of the House that 
these money Resolutions were not made 
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public, but it was a matter of very great | financial Resolution was not dependent 


inconvenience to hon. Members that they 
had not an opportunity of considering 
important money Resolutions such as the 
present some days before the debate 
took place. The absence of that oppor- 
tunity robbed the discussion of some of its 
interest ; but perhaps when the Resolution 
came upon Report they would be in pos- 
session of further particulars which would 
enable them to go into greater detail than 
they could possibly do at present. 
a Scottish representative, he had no 
objection in principle to English money 
being spent in Scotland, but as an 
economist he ventured to suggest that 
the money should be spent with some 
due regard to economy and efficiency, 
and that at least some statement should 
be made by responsible Ministers as to 
how that money was to be spent. He 
had glanced at the money resolution and 
he had looked at the Bill very carefully, 
anl he saw a wide field of expenditure 
cpen to them, and, in the absence of 
any specific information from the right 
hon. Gentleman, they were unable to 
form anything like an accurate esti- 
mate of what was to be the total 
expenditure, or how it was to be met. 
One of the items of the Resolution was 
that they were to provide the salaries 
and expenses of the five members of the 
Land Court, one of whom would have 
to be an advocate of ten years standing. 
They were not told how those salaries 
were to be allocated. Might he ask the 
right hon. Gentleman why he did not 
in his Bill state the names of the 
gentlemen whom it was proposed to 
appoint members of the Land Court ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
disscussion of these details did not arise 
on the Resolution. 


*Mr. COCHRANE pointed out that | 
on a similar occasion, with regard to | 
the Land Act of 1881, the House insisted | 
on the names of the Land Commissioners | 
being inserted in the Bill, and that was | 
done before the money Resolution was | 


passed. 


*THe CHAIRMAN 


nothing to do with altering the wording 


of the Bill, and the hon. Member's point | 


had reference to an alteration of the 
wording of the Bill. The passing of this 


{ 
| 
| 
| 


upon that. 


*Mr, COCHRANE 
matter of considerable 
Committee that they 


thought it wasa 
importance to the 
should know the 


| class of men upon whom the money was 


to be expended. If, however, the 
Chairman insisted on his ruling he 
did not propose to proceed further 


As | 


with the point. Perhaps, however, he 
would be allowed to ask about the 
allocation of the salaries. He understood 
that one of these gentlemen was to be 
chairman, and it would be convenient 
if the right hon. Gentleman informed 
them whether he intended to nominate 


the legal member as chairman. He 
thought they were entitled to ask 


what would be the duties of the Land 
Court. He understood that they would 
be partly judicial and partly administra- 
tive. The Court would have ex- 
tremely wide powers and functions, and 
except upon questions of law might 
state a case to the Court of Session. A 
Land Court constituted with such wide 
powers was a very dangerous experiment 
and might result in grave denials 
of justice. Let them take, for example, 
the precedent of the Railway Commis- 
sioners. From 1873 to 1888 that body 
had similar powers, but the cases were 
so stated that the superior Court could 
not deal with the merits of the case at 
issue, and in the year 1888 a free 
appeal upon all questions of law was 
substituted. The right hon. Gentleman 
was proposing to saddle Scotland with 
a system which had proved to be 
unworkable and effete. He wished to 
know why the Land Court should be 
set up at all. Why was it that the 
existing sheriffs could not do all the 
_work expected from the new Land Court ? 
| The position of a sheriff in Scotland was 
both judicial and administrative—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order. 
That is purely a Committee point. The 
hon. Member is perfectly entitled to 
argue that the Land Court ought not to 
| be paid, but he is not entitled to argue 
| that the sheriffs should be the Land Court. 


} 
said they had | 


*Mr. COCHRANE said he would 
content himself with saying that many of 
| the duties of the new Land Court could 
| better be carried out under the existing 
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system of Sheriff Courts in Scotland. 
Those Courts did work similar in 
character to that which was being im- 
posed upon the Land Court in regard 
to such questions as the extension of 
boundaries and the compulsory taking of 
land for a water supply. 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber must endeavour to carry out my 
ruling. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said that that was 
almost the only opportunity they would 
have of discussing the question of the 
finance of the Bill. When the measure 
got before the Grand Committee the dis- 
cussion would be limited to the particular 
clauses under consideration. He would 
like to ask a question in regard to the 
composition of the Land Court. The 
right hon. Gentleman proposed in the Bill | 
that the tenure of office should not be | 
limited. Inthe case of the Land Com 
mission appointed in 1881 in Ireland, the 
tenure of office of the chairman only 
was limited by the ordinary rules for 
appointment of Judges, but the tenure 


of the ordinary Commissioners was 
limited to seven years. For what 
reason were they giving a_ longer 


tenure to the members of the Land Court 
here proposed ? Under the Bill they 
were handing over the control of 70 per 
cent. of the holdings of Scotland to be 
dealt with by the Land Court and the 
Agricultural Commissioners. That was 
to say, that 62,000 out of 89,000 holdings 
in Seotland, would be so dealt with, and 
if the cost of the whole estate manage 
ment as stated by the Member for 
Leith came to £250,000 a year it was 
obvious that 70 per cent. would come to 
about £175,000 a year, and, the holdings 
being scattered throughout the whole of 
Scotland, the travelling expenses and 
salaries of sub-commissioner, valuators, 


and surveyors would be a_ serious 
item, adding considerably to the 
cost. They had had some experience of 


the kind in the case of Ireland. He 
would like the Secretary for Scotland 
to inform the Committee what par- 
ticular items in the actual costs in 
curred in Ireland would not be incurred 
in Scotland. The officials employed in 
Ireland cust £101,000 a year for the Land 
Court alone, and he would like the right 
hon. Gentleman to give the Committee 
an estimate of the cost of the Land 
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Court and the Agricultural Commis. 
sioners in Seotland. With regard to the 
setting up of the Board of Agriculture in 
Scotland, it seemed to him to be a very 
unwise step and one which he hoped the 
House would not consider favourably, 
They had in Scotland every confidence in 
the existing Board of Agriculture with its 
efficient and experienced staff of officers, 
and, in the case of any large outbreak of 
disease, they had already at their disposal 
the whole of the staff and equipment of 
a big office which was quite capable of 
dealing with cases as they arose. Unless 
they maintained in Scotland a similiar 
body they would be placed at a con- 
siderable disadvantage and would in 
fact be in a worse condition than 
at present. In the present Board of 
Agriculture they had an oftice which was 
solely devoted to agriculture. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is now arguing the merits of the Bill, 
and that has nothing whatever to do 
with the financial Resolution which is 
before the Committee. 


*Mnr. COCHRANE said that the Secre- 
tary for ‘scotland, in a speech delivered 
quite recently at Edinburgh, had given a 
sketch of what would be the cost of the 
new Board of Agriculture, and in the 
course of his remarks said they were 
going to establish a Department which 
in no respect would be inferior to any 
other Department of the Government. 
The Agricultural Commissioners in Ire- 
land cost £95,000 a year: was the ex 
penditure contemplated in the case of 


this Board likely to amount to any 
thing like that sum? It had been 
stated that the duties of the Agricul- 


tural Commissioners would be the laying 
out of small holdings and the preparing of 
plans. That would of course require 
surveyors. In the Works Department 
the right hon. Gentleman foreshadowed 
that the employment of valuators and 
architects would be necessary, and in the 
case of the fisheries inspectors would have 
to be appointed, while from the educa- 
tional side he mentioned the necessity of 
employing lecturers, teachers, and other 
inspectors. He also spoke of the develop- 
ment of forestry, sylviculture, and inten- 
sive cultivation. All that would prob- 
ably cost at least £100,000 a year. The 
Secretary for Scotland had told them in 
the same speech that that was the 
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deliberate and settled plan of the Govern- 
ment and it had to be placed before the 
country as a whole. He wished a clear 
estimate of the whole cost to be put 
before the Committee. They ought to 
know the number of Commissioners and 
Assistant Commissioners, and what salaries 
they were going to be paid. They 
should also be told how many teachers 
and instructors it was proposed to appoint, 
what salaries they were going to be paid, 
and what amount was to be allowed for 
travelling expenses. All that information 
should be put before the Committee when 
the financial Resolution was under con- 
sideration. The opportunity they had had 
of considering the Resolution had afforded 
them a very short time, but they would, 
perhaps, be able to deal more fully with 
the question on the Report stage. He 
noticed that the last paragraph proposed 
compensation in certain cases to mem 
hers of the Crofters Commission. He 
thought that was a point which required 
some explanation, because the Chairman 
of the Commission was a_ Sherift 
in Scotland, and drew a salary and a 
pension already from that office. 
Was it now proposed to pension an 
oficial who was already receiving a 
pension ? He thought that was a very un- 
wise thing for an economical Government 
which objected to pensions on principle to 
do. Whatever the right hon. Gentleman 
said, the ultitnate result of the proposals 
would be the placing of a very heavy 
burden on the finances of the country, 
with very little advantage to any part 
of the kingdom. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I shall be 
very glad to give all the information 
I can on the subject of the Resolu- 
tion. We have simply followed pre- 
cedent in putting the Resolution betore 
the House in this manner. I pass, there- 
fore, from the criticisms on that point. 
This is an enabling Resolution in order to 
enable the Committee upstairs to criticise 
and discuss the money provisions of the 
bill. I shall not deal with estimates except 
in one particular, and I shall not enter upon 
the comparisons which the hon. Gentleman 
opposite has invited me to make with 
regard to the salaries and arrange- 
ments elsewhere. I shall deal simply 
with facts, and I would like to recall the 
attention of the Committee to the three 
clauses of the Bill which we are discus- 
Nearly all the information which 
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has been asked for is already contained 
in those three clauses supplemented by 
the statements made in this House in 
regard to the proposals of the Bill. In 
the first place let me remind the Com- 
mittee that the proposals of the Bill 
relating to the constitution of the two 
bodies are based upon Scottish experience. 
It must be remembered that although 
two new bodies are created by the Bill, 
two existing bodies disappear. Let me 
deal with the Land Court. The Land 
Court is to consist of not more than five 
members, and the legal member is not 
necessarily to be the chairman. The 
Land Court is to be the successor of the 
Crofters Commission; it is not an ad- 
ministrative body, it is judicial or quasi- 
judicial. It is desired and intended that 
the Land Court shall consist of persons 
fully qualified and having authority 
from their experience and position in 
Scotland to deal with such matters, and 
these considerations must be borne in 
mind when the Committee has before 
them and are considering the salaries 
proposed to be attached to the appoint- 
ments and the conditions of their tenure. 
My hon. friend the Member for the Leith 
Burghs has made a large estimate as to 
the cost of the Land Court. An hon. 
Member asked how many clerks, messen 
gers, Valuers, and other staff they would 
have to appoint. The Court will have 
full authority, subject to the control of 
Parliament and the Treasury, as other 
such bodies have, to appoint their own 
staff. 


*Mr. COCHRANE: What estimate 
have you formed of the necessary equip- 
ment of staff? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The estimate which 
has been assumed in this debate has been 
somewhat large. I would remind the 
Committee that we have an estimate 
which will to some extent assist us in the 
experience of the Crofters Commission. 
The annual administrative expenditure 
of that Commission has been about 
£5,000 a year, and [ should say that 
that is a far safer guide as to the probable 
expenditure of the Land Court than the 
estimate which has been given’ by 
previous speakers to-day. The expenses 
of the Land Court, whatever they are, 
will be under the scrutiny of Parliament. 
The salaries will be placed on the Con- 
solidated Fund. In that we are following 
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precedent elsewhere, and that will give | 
security and permanence of tenure, which | 
ought to attract the best available and | 
the best qualified men for these offices. 


*Mr. MORTON: Will all the salaries | 
be placed on the Consolidated Fund 1 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No; only the 
salaries of the members of the Land 
Court. As to the Agricultural Commis- 
sioners, the Committee will be good 
enough to keep quite distinct the func- | 
tions of the Agricultural Commissioners | 
and those of the Land Court. It is 
perfectly true that both these bodies are 
intended to work in Scotland in relation 
to the land of Scotland, but it is quite | 
erroneous to deduce from that that 
their functions cannot be kept perfectly 
distinct. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON indicated 


dissent. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: My hon, friend the | 
Member for the Leith Burghs shakes his | 
head. He is quite entitled to his own | 
opinion, but I would remind him that the 
work of the Congested Districts Board has 
been perfectly separate from that of the 
Crofters Commission, and there has 
never been any criticism in Scotland as 
to the quasi-judicial position which the 
Crofters Commission has held during the 
last twenty years. Exactly the same} 
principle holds good in the arrangement 
proposed in this Bill, and if the Bill 1s 
read carefully it will be seen that the 
function of the Land Court is a rent- 
fixing function. They have to decide 
between the parties as to rent, and the 
other portions of the Bill with relation to 
administration are under the Agricul- 
tural Commissioners. Clause 4 says that 
it shall be lawful to “appoint not more 
than three persons” as Agricultural | 
Commissioners. It falls to the Agricul- 
tural Commissioners to take up, in the 
first place, the work of preparing schemes 
for the creation of small holdings. That 
is cne section of their work. ‘The second 
section is to take up the work which is 
presently done by the Congested Dis- | 
tricts Commissioners — work of the 
character of that done by the Depart- | 
ment of Agriculture. The third function 
of the Agricultural Commissioners is to 
take up for Scotland the work which is 
now done by the Board of Agriculture | 


Mr. Sinclair. 
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and Fisheries. Very fanviful estimates 
have been given to the Committee this 
afternoon as the cost of the new Depart- 
ment. Let me ask Members to look at 
Clause 4, which deals with the matter, 
Sub-section (2) provides— 

“©The Agricultural Commissioners shall be 
charged with the general duty of promoting 
the interests of agricultwe, forestry, and 
other rural industries in Scotland, and shal] 
also exercise and perform any powers and 
duties which are or may be conferred on or 
transferred to them under the provisions of 
this Act. In the discharge of their duties 
they shall comply with such instructions or 
regulations as may from time to time be 
issued by the Secretary for Scotland, and 
they shall submit an annual report of their 
proceedings to him, which Report shall be 
laid before both Houses of Parliament.” 


That is one of the functions to which I have 


alluded. Sub-section (4) which indicates 
the second branch of their work is as 
follows — 


“Without prejudice to the provision of the 
immediately preceding sub-sections such one 
of the Agricultural Commissioners as_ the 
Secretary for Scotland shall from time to 
time appoint shall be designated the Com- 
missioner for small holdings and = shall be 
specially charged with the duties hereinafter 
committed to him.” 

Subsection (7) of Clause 4 indicates 
the further powers that are to be trans- 
ferred to the Agricultural Commissioners. 


*Mr. COCHRANE: Will you give a 


sketeh of what their werk is to be ! 


Mr. SINCLAIR: We are dealing now 
with the expenditure of these Commis- 
sioners. If the hon. Gentleman will give 
me his attention I think I shall be able to 
satisfy him on that point. This Depart- 
ment is intended to be a Department of 
the Civil Service, and the administrative 
expenses of the Department will be 
charged on the Estimates, and will come 
under the control of Parliament every 
year. The Committee need not be under 
any apprehension that Parliament will 
not have as full an opportunity of 
criticising the expenditure of this 
Department as that of any other De- 
partment of the State. Everything 
must have a beginning, and it is 
intended in regard to the appointment 
of the Agricultural Commissioners to 
build up gradually, and when the Bill 
becomes law it need not be at once that 


'the powers should be transferred from 
the present Board of Agriculture to these 


Commissioners. The third Lranch of the 
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powers of the Commissioners will fall to 
them at once, namely, the powers with 
respect to the work done by the Con- 
gested Districts Board. 
of the Government is that this Depart- 
ment shall ultimately, when fully de- 
veloped, constitute a Department of 
Agriculture for Scotland. I have yet to 
learn, even irom the criticisms which 
have been made on the proposals to-day, 
whether it is the opinion of hon. 
Members that at present we spend too 
little or too much in developing agricul 
ture in Scotland. The proposals em- 
bodied in the Bill are perfectly simple. 
First of all, there is to be the Land Court 
which will succeed the Crofters Commis- 
sion, and exercise over the whole of 
Scotland powers exactly similar to those 
now exercised by the Crofters Commis 
sion in one portion of Scotland. The 
next step is the appointment of Agri- 
cultural Commissioners who shall, to use 
the phrase which I have already used in 
the House, be the nucleus of a Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for Scotland, take 
over the powers of the Congested Districts 
Board, and further exercise the powers 


under the Bill in respect of small holdings, , 


and also in respect of the general super- 
vision of agriculture, afforestation, 
and other matters affecting the agri- 
cultural interests of Scotland. It is 
impossible, at this stage, to give the 
information that has been asked for with 
respect to smaller details by the hon. 
Member for North Ayrshire. The whole 
purpose of the Bill is to put the people of 
Scotland in the position of thinking out 
and working out for themselves the 
problems of the country, and things must 
he left to develop. The hon. Member 
has complained as to the want of infor- 
mation in regard to the future ; but the 
hon. Gentleman must know that a great 
public department can grow, and as it 
developes it requires further support in 
the way of money, and has to come to 
Parliament for that money. As for the 
financial part of the Bill dealt with in 
the Resolution, £100,000 is provided for 
its working, made up of £15,000, under 
the Agricultural Rates Act of 1896, 
£20,600 which is at present provided by 
Parliament, and an additional £65,000 
which is to be voted in future. Of 
this sum £35,000 is to be devoted 
to the congested districts and £65,000 


to the remainder of Scotland. Some 
criticism has been passed to-day on 
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the amount available for the creation of 
new holdings, it being contended that it 
will be entirely insufficient. I do not 
enter into that point now further than 
to say that the experience of the 
Congested Districts Board, which I give 
for what it is worth, is entirely at 
variance with the suggestion that the 
cost of the new Board will be so great 
as in some quarters seems to be antici- 
pated. I submit with great respect 
to the Committee that the provisions 
of the Bill are perfectly clear and simple. 


*Mr. COCHRANE: What about the 
compensation to be given to the members 
of the Crofters Commission ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The new Board 
will be a Civil Service Department, 
and consequently the salaries and _ re- 
tiring allowances of its officials will be 
fixed in consultation with the Treasury. 
Subsection 8 of Clause 3 is inserted so 
that no damage may be done by the 
arrangements made after the Bill is 
passed into law to the interests of the 
Crofters Commission, and that subsection 
was inserted with the sanction of the 
Treasury. As to the new Commis- 
sioners, it does not seem to me to bea 
wise move to appoint them before Parlia- 
ment has passed the Bill into law. 


*Mr. COCHRANE thought the right 
hon. Gentleman had misunderstood him. 
What he wanted to know was whether 
the right hon. Gentleman could furnish 
the Committee with information as to 
the sum he had in his mind for providing 
compensation to the existing members of 
the Crofters Commission. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: That is a matter for 
future deliberation ; but I can say that 
the public interest, as well as_ those 
interested, will be amply protected. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) said that he 
would; be the last man to vote against 
the £85,000 being spent for the improve- 
ment of agriculture in Scotland, if he 
thought the money was going to be 
spent to good purpose ; but after listening 
to the speech of the Secretary for 
Scotland he thought anyone would be 
very sanguine if they imagined that 
would be the case. Tbe right hon. 
Gentleman stated that the cost of 


2Z 
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bered that it would deal with all the 
counties in Scotland, which would neces- 
sarily involve large travelling expenses for 
the inspection of the differences of soil 
and cultivation in the various parts of the 
country. He thought the £65,000 for | 
the creation of small holdings would be 
much better spent in providing houses 
for labourers on the land. ‘To spend | 
it on small holdings would be but to) 
fritter it away to a great extent, and it | 
would not be the means of getting many 
people on the land. The Secretary | 
for Scotland had suggested that the hon. | 
Member for Glasgow and Aberdeen | 
Universities was wrong in his estimate as | 
to the cost of providing equipment for | 











small holdings, and that £500 was a low | 
estimate of the cost of the creation of a 

small holding. He had had a little) 
experience with the land question, aud he | 
could state that decent cottages in | 
mountainous districts, where there were 

plenty of stones, could not be provided 

for less than £250. In addition to that, | 
there was the drainage and equipment to | 
be provided for. He complained of the | 
unsatisfactory answer of the Secretary 

for Scotland, who had by no means made 

it clear that large sums of money would | 
not be squandered, or unnecessarily 

frittered away, in salaries to highly paid 

officials. 


Mr. ABEL SMITH (Hertfordshire, | 
Hertford) said that the Secretary for 
Scotland had given the Committee un- 
commonly little information in regard to 
the scope of the Bill. He was sorry that 
the Prime Minister had left the House, 
for as he had not given them his assis- 
tance in the Scottish Grand Committee, 
he had hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would have vouchsafed them 
a little information as to the real meaning 
of the Bill. Perhaps the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, who was present, would do 
so. The Secretary for Scotland had 
spoken as to the expense of the Congested | 
Districts Board and the Crofters Commis- 
sion ; but this Bill was meant to deal, not | 
only with the Highlands and Islands of | 
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the Land Court was not likely to be| restricted indeed. . 
very excessive ; but it must be remem-| Gentleman sought to create in Scotland 


Scotland, but with the whole of Scotland. | 


If the expense which would arise under 


the Bill was anything like the expense | 


incurred by the Crofters Commission 
and the Congested Districts Board the 
operation of the Bill would be very 


Lord Willoughby de Eresby. 
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If the right hon. 


(Scotland) [Salaries. | 


a great Department of Agriculture which 
would have an important effect on 
the improvement of agriculture in the 
rural districts, he must admit that that 
would involve a very large expenditure 
—infinitely greater than the £65,000 
mentioned in the Bill. By the Bill it 
was sought to establish an entirely novel 
system in Scotland ; yet the Government 
had never attempted to show that all 
the proposed machinery was necessary 
in order to extend small holdings in 
Scotland. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN : Order, order. The 
hon. Gentleman’s remarks have nothing 
whatever to do with the financial Resolu- 
tion. 


Mr. ABEL SMITH said that the 
money was to be used in setting up 
a Land Court, the appointment of an 
Agricultural Commissioner, and a Board 
of Agriculture, and he thought that they 
were entitled to say that that was 
unnecessary. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I have told the 
hon. Member that he is discussing the 
merits of the Bill, and he must not 
reflect upon the decision of the House in 
regard to that. 


Mr. ABEL SMITH said that, while 
submitting to the ruling of the Chairman, 
he thought they were entitled to have 
some estimate from the Government as 
to what the expense of this new Depart- 
ment was likely to be. He must protest 
against the action of the Secretary for 
Scotland. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquirn, Fifeshire, E.) 
rose in his place, and claimed to move 
“ That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


Mr. RAWLINSON (speaking sitting 
and with his hat on) inquired, as a 
point of order, whether the Motion 
would not affect the Amendment notice 
of which had been given and which he 
had moved and handed in. 
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*THoE CHAIRMAN said that asa matter 


of fact he had not seen any Amendment. 
Of course, the Closure Motion would 
affect any Amendment, because the 
Ques ‘tion was “that the Question be now 


put. 


Mr. RAWLINSON insisted that his 
Amendment had been moved and handed 
in. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that even if 
that had been the case, which it was not, 
he, on looking at the Amendment which 
had now been passed to him, saw that 
it was to the Bill and not to the Financial 
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remarked that 
“ Financial 


(Scotland) [ Salaries. | 


Mr. RAWLINSON 
he thought it was headed 
Resolution.” 


*THE CHAIRMAN replied that if that 
was so the Amendment was not correctly 
drawn. As it was, it appeared to be on 
the Bill. 


Mr. RAWLINSON contended it was 
to the Resolution. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN read the Amend- 
ment and said it apparently related to 
Clause 3 of the Bill. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 115 ; 
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. Question put accordingly. | 


| really did 


Sir F. BANBURY (speaking seated | | Baronet meant. 
| tion to the House and read the whole of it, 


and with his hat on), on a point of Order, 
said the Chairman had omitted to put the | 
first Resolution, which had reference to | 


£15 000. | Noes, 17. 
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Resolution to be reported upon Monday | 


| Walters, 
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*THeE CHAIRMAN replied that he 
not know 


what the hon. 
He had put the Resolu- 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 118; 
(Division List No. 17 t,) 
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THE AYES—Mr. 
and Mr. J. A. 


TELLERS FOR 
Whiteley 
Pease. 
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Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Si 
Frederick Banbury and Mr. 
Abel Smith, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


next. | “That the Bill be now read a second 
ies | time.” 

MERCHANT SHIPPING (TONNAGE DE-|; . SIRF. BANBURY said he had ro 

DUCTION FOR PROPELLING | intention of opposing the Bill, because 


POWER) BILL. 
Order for the Second Reading read. 


| he believed that upon the w hole it was 
| as good a measure 


as this Government 
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could be expected to bring i, 
The Bill was a very short one and 
possibly a very good one, but it 
was quite impossible for them to 
understand it without an explanation. 
There was not even the memorandum 
which had been usual in the case of 
ills of this class. He asked for a short 
explanation of the measure. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Luoyp-GrorGeE, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said it would be within the 
recollection of those interested in the 
Merchant Shipping Bill of last year that 
Members representing constituencies 
in which there were docks com- 
plained of the system of measuxements 
of ships, and said that the in- 
genuity of naval architects had been 
exercised in such a way as to deprive 
pilots of their legitimate earnings. This 
Bill was brought in to remedy that state 
of things. He promised last year that 
if a private Bill on the subject was 
introduced, as Bills had been introduced 
in previous years, the Government would 
at any rate do what they could to see that 
the subject was investigated by a Com- 
mittee. Several Bills were brought in, 
including that of the Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board, and there was a general 
feeling expressed by shipowners that 
it was not a question for private Bill 
legislation, but that it ought to be dealt 
with by the Government. He agreed 
with that view, and the present Bill was 
introduced. It went upon the principle 
that the maximum deduction that could 
be made for propelling power in fixing 
the net register tonnage should be 60 per 
cent. of the gross tonnage. There was 
no interference in regard to crew space. 
It was very important that every induce- 
ment should be given to shipowners to 
afford as much accommodation as possible 
for the crews, and, therefore, they 
decided that there should be no charge 
by dock owners, pilots, or anyone else in 
respect of legitimate deductions made in 
respect of the sleeping, messing, and 
other accommodation for the crew. The 
deductions dealt with in the Bill were 
purely in respect of propelling power. 
Aiter the measure was introduced, a good 
deal of feeling arose on both sides. The 
shipowners thought that it went too far ; 
the dock authorities that it did not go far 
enough. He invited representatives of 
both parties to a conference at which all 
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interests were represented—the liners, the 
dockowners, the trampowners, pilots and 


others. They held two or three meet- 
ings, and eventually arrived at an ar- 


rangement which gave satisfaction to 
everybody, except Mr. Beesley of Penarth, 
who was very difficult to persuade. It 
was agreed that 55 per cent. instead of 
60 per cent. should be fixed as the maxi; 
mum, and that to avoid making immedi- 
ately a change in the law of so considerable 
a character the Bill should apply to all 
ships constructed aiter lst May, 1907, 
and to existing ships on Ist June, 194. 
In regard to Mr. Beesley’s opposition, he 
proposed that the Bill, if it received a 
Secovrd Reading, should go before a 
hybrid Committee, when Mr. Beesley 
and the interests he represented would 
have an opportunity of appearing by 
counsel and of calling witnesses. The 
Government would support the com- 
promise by counsel, for he thought it 
would not be fair to put to the expense 
the shipowners and dockowners who 
had agreed. 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) said that 
although the right hon. Gentleman had 
said that he had consulted everybody, as 
a matter of fact he had not consulted the 
Thames Conservancy at all. The sug- 
gested alteration from 60 per cent. to 
55 per cent. was of great importance to 
the Port of London. The question of 
tonnage was a very serious one to the 
Port of London because it was almost 
their only source of income. They were 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman for 
bringing in the Bill in accordance with 
his promise last year, and if they got 
the 55 -per cent. which was suggested 
they would be fairly content, but he 
(Mr. Morton) was not quite certain as to 
the fairness of waiting till 1914 for exist- 
ing ships. 


*Sm J. RANDLES (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) asked whether the advan- 
tages promised by the right hon. Gentle- 
man at the Shipping Conference on the 
Bill, which applied to ships now being 
built under contract, would be extended 
to ships under construction at the same 
date but not under contract. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
hon. Member put the point before him 
the other day and he promised that if the 
words in the Bill did not cover the case 








1271 Vaccination 


the hon. Member put to him he would | 
see that words were introduced for the | 
purpose. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
to a Select Committee of nine Members, 
five to be nominated by the House, and 
four by the Committee of Selection. | 


Ordered, That all Petitions against the | 
Bill presented four clear days before the | 
meeting of the Committee be referred to | 
the Committee; that the petitioners | 
praying to be heard by themselves, their | 
counsel, or agents be heard against the | 
Bill, and counsel heard in support of the | 
Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and | 
records. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.— } 
(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


VACCINATION BILL, 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“‘ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Sir JOHN BATTY TUKE (Edinburgh 
and St. Andrews Universities), who was | 
indistinctly heard, moved the rejection of 
the Bill. He had, he said, many objec- | 
to the Bill, not the least of them being | 
that it was neither one thing nor another. 
It would meet the views neither of the 
vaccinators nor of the anti-vaccinators, | 
and would afford increased opportunities | 
for evading the law, thus constituting a | 
danger to the public health. While not | 
wishing to discuss the methods by which | 
the controversy as it affected the con-| 
scientious objector had been conducted, | 
he might be permitted to say that, if it | 
had been conducted on the high level | 
adopted by the hon. Member for West | 
St. Pancras, the whole position would | 
have been much better than it was to-day. 
He contended that the Bill, if passed, | 
would have the effect of increasing | 
the agitation and the number of the | 
extremists. He believed it would not 
affect the honest objector to vaccination, | 
for he was at present willing to sacri- | 
fice himself and to take some trouble | 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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| or even lower. 


Bill. 127f 


to vindicate his opinions. The really 
honest conscientious objector was not 
numerically dangerous. But unluckily, 


| even the honest conscientious objector 
| dragged in his train a large number of 


persons who had no settled convictions on 
the subject, such as ignorant or careless 
parents and guardians ; and that was the 
class that was really dangerous and for 
which this Bill was devised. The result of 
such persons merely making a declaration 
before a Commissioner of Oaths, without 
giving reasons for belief, would be that in 
a short time the Vaccination Acts would 
become useless as a public health measure. 
The 85 or 90 per cent. of vaccinations 
which took place under the present 
law would be reduced to 50 per cent. 
The anti-vaccination 
societies would spread it abroad that the 
Acts were practically dead, and literature 
would be scattered over the country. 


| Possibly those societies might retain the 


services of Commissioners of Oaths for 
the express purpose of arranging times 
and places where the declarations might 
be made, and it was possible they might 
arrange for domiciliary visits from 
door to door for the purpose of getting 
people to make the declarations. 
{t might become an actual business, as 
the Commissioner of Oaths would receive 
from ls. 6d. to 2s. 6d. for merely signing 
his name. He objected to the proposal 
to put it into the power of the registrars 
of births and deaths to supplement their 
incomes by handing, along with the certi- 
ficate of birth, a leaflet indicating that 
vaccination might be overrated. Other 
means might be adopted, but such as he 
suggested would render the whole thing 
a farce, and the work of the last thirty 
or forty years would be thrown away, 
along with the experience gained by the 
investigation of a strong Commission, 
and the results of observation gained in 
this and other countries. ‘Then we should 
stand alone among civilised nations. As 
a humanitarian he could not let the Bill 
pass, for, as had been well said, it would 


result in infanticide by omission. There 
were mysterious influences governing 
epidemics of infectious diseases. They 


thought they were done with the plague 
in Europe, but they had been disillusioned 
by the epidemic of 1900. The same 
might be said of spotted fever, and 
typhoid and diphtheria startled them 
from time to time. It was true to say 
that at the present time smallpox was 
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in abeyance, but as surely as the sun 
would rise tomorrow, smallpox would 
reappear in our midst to work its 
deadly power amongst us. If the 
Bill passed, it would find us not only 
unprotected, but a community unpre- 
pared to cope with the pest. A 
large section of the community would 
be unvaccinated, and when an epidemic 
aros? there would be a rush of persons to 
be vaccinated, and then it would be found 
that the local authorities were not able 
to meet the demand. Within the last 
few years, in areas in which smallpox 
had broken out, people had been seen 
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that the people whom the epidemic had 
touched belonged to that unprotected 
class. With few exeeptions, all civilized 
countries adopted vaccination with great 
advantage ; and in those circumstances 
were the Government justified in bringing 
forward this Bill, which sapped the very 
foundations of the Vaccination Acts ? 
At the instance of a small section of the 
community, the President of the Local 
Government Board was throwing the 
responsibility on to the shoulders of the 
illiterate ; but in the long run the res- 
ponsibility must be his. But it must be 
admitted that the time had come for a 


standing at the doors of vaccination | revision of the working of the Act; and 


establishment much in the same way as 
people were accustomed to take up 


positions outside the doors of a theatre. | Committee appointed. 


he would suggest that the Bill should be 
abandoned and a small representative 
Such a Com- 


He often wondered whether the anti-| mittee might arrive at a modus vivendi 
vaccinists had ever seen an _ epidemic | 


of smallpox among an unprotected com- 
munity. If they had gone through that 
experience, as he had on more than 
one occasion, he thought they could not 
fail to realise the horrible condition of 


things that ensued from the outbreak of | 


smallpox. It wasalso urged against the 
practice of vaccination that sanitation 
was a more effective preventive against 
the disease of smallpox. No one was 


more willing than he to grant local | 


authorities greater powers in the enforce- 
ment of sanitary precautions, but at the 
same time hon. Members should look at 
the experience of other countries. Of all 
European countries, Germany presented 
the most valuable series of object-lessons. 
Sanitation there was still very inferior to 
our own system and practice. In certain 
large cities in Prussia there had been, no 
doubt, a great improvement in that 
respect, but in the small 
the state of affairs was bad indeed. 
In Germany smallpox could not be said 


to exist, for the death-rate was repre- | 


sented by a small decimal. At the same 


time occasional cases did arise. 


frontier where people from unvaccinated 
countries came in. But when the disease 
did cross the frontier it did not spread. 
The cases were only sporadic. There 
was now an epidemic at Metz; but the 
conditions were not yet known and could 
not be cited on either side. But he was 
told that around Metz there 
thousands of labourers from Italy, 
Rumania, and Russia; and, if he were a 


| seconded the Motion. 


towns | 


Those | 
were almost invariably on the eastern | 


were | 


which would be the foundation of a Bill 
acceptable to all sides. But if this Bill 
were passed ail consideration of the 
subject would be in abeyance for many 


years. He begged to move. 
*Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) 


He regretted that 
a matter of such grave importance 
should be discussed in so thin a House. 

| This Bill would settle nothing. It was 

regarded by the anti-vaccinists as an 

instalment leading up to the larger policy 

of the abolition of the Vaccination Law. 

| He wished to know whether the Govern- 
ment accepted that policy or not. He 
was quite sure the President of the 
Local Government Board would not 
say that he was opposed to compulsory 
vaccination. 


*Mr. LUPTON (Lincolushire, Slea- 
ford): He says there is no such thing as 
compulsory vaccination. 


*Mr. CAVE said he could not agree 
with the hon. Member. He could not 
conceive that anyone who had looked at 
the figures would willingly do anything 
| to diminish the efficacy of the Vaccina- 
| tion Acts. The figures relating to the 
| London epidemic of 1901 were conclusive. 

It was beyond dispute that, whereas the 
great majority of the people of this 
| country were vaccinated in 1901, the 
| great majority of those attacked in the 
| epidemic of that year were among the 
| unvaccinated ; and the death rate was 


betting man, he would readily wager | very much higher among the unvaccinated 
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cases than among the vaccinated. It was | occasion, on 25th April, 1906, the House 


beyond controversy from those figures 


that vaccination was a real protection 


against attack, and against a fatal ter- 


mination to attack when it did occur. 
The overwhelming opinion of _ this 


country and elsewhere was in favour 
of vaccination. But, assuming that it 
ought to remain compulsory, was this 


Bill necessary or desirable? Was 
the present system satisfactorily ad- 
ministered ? There had been cases in 


which magistrates exceeded their powers, 
but he believed that those cases were very 
rare indeed, and the cases which had 
occurred were repeatedly brought for- 
ward and, as he thought, magnified by 
those who were wholly opposed to vacci- 
nation. Admitting that there were a few 
such cases, he thought that an easy remedy 
might be provided by giving to the appli- 
cant a right of appeal, either to the Local 
Government Board or to some other 
authority ; and also that the certificate 
of exemption should have effect, not 
throughout the child’s life as at present, 
but only for a certain number of years. 
The effect of the Bill was to make it much 
easier to obtain exemption. He quite 


admitted that the persons who now 
claimed exemption came within the 
category of conscientious objectors ; but, 


if they made the process as much easier 
as the Bill proposed, they would have 
persons in all classes, either from mere 
carelessness or from unwillingness to 
undergo the trouble incident to vaccina- 
tion, signing the declaration, and the 
number of exemptions would be very 
seriously increased. If that were 
the President of the Local Government 
Board was taking upon himself a grave 
responsibility. He believed that, by the 
Bill, they were running a risk of ex- 
posing the people to a serious increase of 


so, 


| allow. 


the very dangerous and loathsome disease | 
| and duties, from the boards of guardians 


of smallpox. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To Jeave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day three months.’” (Sir John Batty 
Tuke.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Joun 
Burns, Battersea): On a_ previous 


Mr. Cave. 





will remember that I promised, on 
behalf of the Government, four or five 
points with regard to the question of 
vaccination, both with regard to certifi- 
cates of exemption and the administration 
of the Act, and I believe it will simplify 
the proceedings this afternoon and lead 
to brevity in debate if I recapitulate what 
was promised and what the Government 
intend todo. The first thing we promised 
was a reduction in the cost of vaccination, 
which, it is generally agreed, has, in 
recent years, been unduly inflated. Only 
the day before yesterday I issued a 
Vaccination Order that carries out to 
the full the pledge I gave on 25th April. 
Then we promised some form of statu 
tory declaration in lieu of the existing 
exemption certificate ; and this Bill gives 
effect to that promise. Then we promised 
that we would do our best to secure uni- 
formity of action by the magistrates pend- 
ing the adoption of the other measures 
promised, and in May of last year the 
Home Secretary issued a circular advising 
magistrates not only to be more discreet, 
but more reasonable and uniform in 
the practice of administering the Act. 
I then said that we would do our best 
to consider the advisability of transferring 
the administration of vaccination from 
the boards of guardians, who, in my 
judgment ought never to have had this 
duty, to the public health authorities, 
in whose purview I think that this duty 
more reasonably comes. Personally I 
am strongly favourable to that being 
done as soon circumstances — will 
Everyone sees that the Poor 
Law system is now in the melting pot. 
The Poor Law Commission is sitting, 
and until that Commission has reported 
I cannot carry out what | would like to 
do, that is, transferring the administra- 
tion of this Act, with cognate functions 


as 


to public health authorities so soon as 
it can be done. I believe that the general 
opinion of medical men is, whatever their 
view with regard to vaccination, that the 
sooner we codify the public health 
functions and duties which are now dis- 
tributed over a large number of bodies, 
some of which in my opinion are not 
qualified to discharge them, the better 
it will be. Then I promised that I would 
consider the suspending of vaccination 
from early infancy to some sensibly later 
period. On this point I have the 
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approval of the hon. Member for Sleaford 
and the Homeric yet approving nod of 
the hon. and learned Member for Edin- 
burgh and St. Andrews Universities, but 
until those two sides of opinion reconcile 
themselves more amicably on other phases 
of the vaccination question than they do 
on this particular point, I cannot see my 
way at this moment to redeem my 
promise, although I am considering the 
question of suspending vaccination to a 
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later period, and I am _ personally in| 


favour of it. I am pleased to see that 
even the Society 
suspension and postponement with some 


Jenner 


recommend | 


unanimity, and I see no reason why we | 


should not trend in that direction. The 
(rovernment has done its best to keep 


faith and to fulfil the promises that were | 


made on 25th April of last year. 
deal with the Bill may I say that it is. a 
subject of congratulation to everybody 
that the terrible scourge of smallpox is 
growing smaller by degrees and beauti- 
fully less. It is cheering to know that in 
1906 in England and Wales there were 
only twenty-one deaths from this particular 
disease, while in the great City of 
London, with nearly 5,000,000 people, 
there were only twenty-seven admissions 
and not a single death last year. That, 
we all 
about, but the rival advocates of different 
theories will interpret it variously. I 
do not intend this afternoon, however, 
to indulge in any medical controversy 
with the hon. Member for Edinburgh and 
My promises 


of course, can be 


St. Andrew’s Universities. 
do not pledge me to rake over the ashes 
of either the statistical or argumenta- 


Before I | 


pleased | 


tive controversies with hon. and learned | 


Members who on the medical side are 
better qualified than I am to take their 
several parts. I am here to justify the 
Bill which is before us, and as briefly as 
I can to say what it is. Its object is to 
effecti'an alteration in the system of 
obtaining exemption from the penalties 
for neglecting to have a child vaccinated. 
The Bill is intended to secure that object 
by substituting a statutory declaration 
for the certificate of conscientious objec- 


| 
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tion as required by Section 2 of the 
Act of 1898. It is interesting and 
important at this moment that the House 
should realise what happened when the 
Act of 1898 was passed. The Govern- 
ment of that day had to meet the general 
opinion of the House, and they decided 
that some provision should be made for 
the conscientious objector. Under 
Section 29 of the Act of 1867 there was 
a penalty of 20s. for neglecting to have 
a child vaccinated, and there was another 
penalty of 20s. for disobedience to 
a justices’ order under Section 31. 
The Government in 1898 proposed to 
limit the penalties to one prosecution. 
The House then said that they did not 
go far enough, and the right hon. Mem- 
for the Ilkeston Division  pro- 
posed a clause for the 
objector which he had good reason for 
subsequently withdrawing in favour of 
a new clause brought in by the Govern- 
ment itself. That clause became Section 
2 of the Act of 1898, it is not 
material at this moment that I should 
read it. Discussion to the 
precise form of the clause, especially as 
to the word “satisfies.” It seems to me 
that those who are responsible for the 
insertion of the “‘ satisfies ” are, 
from different points of view, more or 
less responsible for the necessity of 
amending the Act as this Bill seeks to 
do. Since 1898 in regard to the adminis- 
tration of that clause, that was 
predicted at the time as to its operation 
has come to pass, and the right hon. 
Member for the Ilkeston Division, and 
the hon. Members for Bethnal Green, and 
Northampton can claim that they were 
more prescient than were the framers of 
the Act of 1898. What has come to 
pass ? Owing to the presence of the word 
“satisfies” we have a state of things 
which I venture to say is not respectful 
to the law, is a nuisance, and should 
be abated as soon as possible. Even 
the hon. Member for the Kingston 
Division of Surrey admits that some 
of the magistrates have exceeded their 
powers. In my judgment, they have not 


ber 
conscientious 


and 


arose as 


word 


all 
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only exceeded their powers, but they | 
have gone far beyond that description of | 


{COMMONS} 


the misuse of their powers, and of their | 


exalted position, by doing things which 
were not contemplated by those who 
framed the Act of 1898. Let me give 
one simple illustration of what I mean. 
Here we have a case in April, 1906, of 
a refusal of three applications for 
exemption, at Dorchester Police Court. 
The Chairman dismissed a fourth applica- 
tion with the remark that he knew the 
benefits of vaccination, for he had seen 
them all over the world, and he would 
never grant a certificate of exemption 
from vaccination. That admirable weekly 
paper, Zruth, makes it a practice to 


pillory nearly every week the magistrates | 


who indulge in this extra-judicial function 
of misinterpreting the word “ satisfies,” 
and provoking resistance to the Vaccina- 


tion Act, which, if it had been more | 


reasonably and more fairly administered, 


would not have received the amount of | 


abuse which it now gets. But we go 
from the action of the magistrates, of 
which this is a typical example, to the 
sober and responsible periodical The 
British Medical Journal. In March, of 
1907, they said— 

“We have for some considerable time held 
the view that the methods adopted by some 
magistrates towards tho-e applying for certiti- 
cates are vexatious and likely to foster 
opposition, 

That confirms the general view of the 
Government that this sort of thing can- 
not be allowed to go on much longer. It 
became so intolerable that the Home 
Office had to quote in two consecutive 
circulars which the Department issued 
some words, wisely and weightily ad- 
dressed to the magistrates by the present 
Lord Chief Justice, asking the magis- 


trates to do their duty in a way that | 


would not give offence to applicants 
who wanted to be exempted. The first 
complaint is that parents are compelled 
to attend the Court in order to obtain a 
certificate of exemption, and are more 


or less placed in a _ quasi-criminal 
position. Many people object to go to 


Court, in regard to what, after all, is more | 


Mr. John Burns. 
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or less a matter of opinion. Secondly, 


they say that they ought not to be sub- 
jected to the necessity of going before 
the magistrates as they now are; and 
that, thirdly, they ought not to be asked, 
as they frequently are, after they have 
satisfied other conditions, to produce the 
certificate of birth of the child, a pro- 
ceeding which costs 2s. 7d. These are 
the three chief objections to the Act as it 
stands ; and this Bill substitutes a statutory 
declaration of objection by the objector 
before a Commissioner for Oaths, or 
before a Justice of the Peace or before 
a stipendiary magistrate. This declaration 
is in a simple form, and is embodied in 
the schedule to the Bill. I[ do not 
think that anybody can say that it is not 
sufficiently clear. Here is the form of 
the declaration— 

“T, A. B., in the parish of so-and-so, in the 
county of so-and-so, being the parent or 
person having the custody of the child named 
C. D., who was born on such a date of sucha 
year, hereby do solemnly and sincerely declare 
that I conscientiously believe that vaccination 
would be prejudicial to the health of the child, 
and [ make this solemn declaration, believing 
the same to be true, by virtue of the provisions 


of the Statutory Declarations Act of 1835. 
Dated this day, declared before me,” etc. — 


—a Commissioner for Oaths, or Justice of 
the Peace, or other officer authorised to 


receive a statutory declaration. On 
delivery of this, within seven days 
after making the declsration, to the 


vaccination officer, the applicant becomes 
entitled to exemption from penalties with- 


out going before the Court. He is, 
moreover, exempt from the stamp 
duty which the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer will generously waive, and 
then so far as the applicant is con- 
cerned, the matter is at an end. He 
will have to pay the small fee which is 
necessary under theStat utory Declarations 
Act of 1835, which fee varies from 
ls. to 2s. It may be objected 
that the Bill will make the way of con- 
scientious objectors too easy. That isa 
point which has been raised by the hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s Univer- 
sities, but, if he looks up the literature of 
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the subject, he will find that his predic- 
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| 


tions to-day are a kind of replica of those | 


which were made in 1898. 
to the figures, we find that the percentage 


On reference | 


of objections since 1898 has been practi- | 
Commissioner for Oaths, the justice of 


cally the same. In 1898 they were nearly 
5 per cent. of the total vaccinations, that 
is to say, they went from 3 to 4, and to 
4°38 per cent., so that the predictions 
which were made have not been veri- 
fied to the extent that it had been 
thought they would be. I can only add 
that this Bill is the logical consequence 
of the illogical findings of the Royal 
Commission itself, of the Act of 1898, 
and of the illogical character of the 
original Act of 1867. It may well be 
said that we ought to build on a 
But the English people 


logical basis. 


are not a _ logical people, and I 
sincerely trust that they will never 
become so theoretically logical as 


some would like them to become, and 
that they will never codify their action 
tosuch an extent that they will deprive 
themselves of that power of initiation 
and that liberty and capacity for experi- 
ment of which this Act is one of the 
most illuminating illustrations. I can 
only say that the Royal Commission 
itseli contemplated a statutory declara- 
tion of some kind, and in the alternative 
they wished to call the parent before the 
local authority. I venture to say that to 
ask the father to go before the local author- 
ity is, from the point of view of the parent, 
more inconvenient and, perhaps, more 
irritating to him, than to go before the 
Magistrate or the Commissioner for Oaths. 
If you cannot satisfy the modern justice 
of the peace you will not satisfy the 
local authority, which might be acting 
through a single officer, or through a 
Committee, or through the full body. 
In my judgment, the local authorities for 
this purpose would be more unsatisfac- 
tory than the magistrates. The hon. Mem- 
her for the Kingston Division suggested 
that if the mugistrates exceeded their 
powers, a limited form of appeal should 
be allowed; but I think he will find it 
very difficult to invent any tribunal to 
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whom such an appeal could be made. If 
we decided that it should be a committee 
of either the parish, urban, or county 
council, it would at times be more in- 
accessible to the parent than would the 


the peace, or the stipendiary magistrate , 
and, personally, it appears to me that 
the hon. Member for Kingston by his 
suggestion has contributed in no way to 
showing us a road out of our difficulty. 
Rather, he has shown us how complicated 
this particular matter is. Then the point: 
arises, who shall be the person who shall 
be entitled to take the statutory decla- 
ration? Ihave given great consideration 
to this, and I am satisfied that in the big 
towns it may be the stipendiary, in the 
country it must be the justice of the 
peace, and everywhere it must be the 
Commissioner for Oaths. It has been 
suggested that we should have the 
registrars instead of the Commissioners 
for Oaths and the magistrates. Per- 
sonally, I see no reason for this. The 
registrar in no sense or form is connected 
with vaccination, and it is undesirable, 
in my opinion, to create any more 
vested interests in connection with vac- 
cination. The point with me is what 
will lead to the most harmonious admin- 
istration of the Act—which means, who 
are the largest body of people who should 
be called upon to carry out this work. 
There are about 2,000 registrars in Eng- 
land and Wales, and there are from 10,000 
to 12,000 solicitors who are commissioners 
for oaths, and, if hon. Members are in 
favour of this Bill, cr of something that 
goes beyond it, then they will find it 
infinitely more convenient to have 10,000 


' or 12,000 commissioners for oaths, who 


are five times more numerous than the 
registrars, and, therefore, to that extent, 
are more accessible to those intending 
to apply for exemption. I rule the 
registrar out altogether; I prefer the 
10,000 or 12,000 commissioners for oaths, 
who will get the fee of 1s. 6d. Then I 
add to the commissioners for oaths the 
17,000 or 18,000 magistrates ; and, in my 
opinion, for the successful working of this 








1283 


Vaccination 


Act, it is necessary to take the line of 
least resistance, and I therefore think that 
it will be much better to have 30,000 
centres for applicants than to have only 
2,000. 


registrars, 


neither will the clark, but it will go into | 
the county fund and be used for some | 
The registrar has now | 
the duty of registering the child for | 


public purpose. 


another purpose, and that is my strongest 
objection to his coming in. He has to 
register the child within six weeks of its 
birth, and, if he is allowed to do it for 
another purpose, he will be anxious to 
register the child for both purposes 
within six weeks. Anti-vaccinators, as 
well as those who are in favour of 
vaccination, I think agree that it would 
be better to have the child vaccinated 
near the expiration of four months rather 
than within the expiration of six weeks. 
Therefore, thas point weighs with me. 
Another point which weighs with me in 
the administration of this Act is that we 
ought not to have any officer, however 
important his 
the granting 


functions may be, to whom 
of a statutory declaration 
would mean an increase of pro- 
fessional business. It is exceedingly 
important to satisfy all sections in this 
controversy, and I think that the com- 
missioners for oaths, the magistrates, and 
the justices of the peace should be 
regarded as neutral persons who will 


his 


impartially carry out the Statutory 
Declarations Act of 1835, and receive 
their fees for the statutory decla- 
ration and for no other purpose. If 


the registrar were to be called in for 


fees, then it would be to his interest | 


to discourage or persuade an applicant. 


The Bill gives the parent a free choice 


and a simple way of exercising it. I 
prefer to take the broader and better 


view that the magistrates, justices of the | 
peace, and the commissioners for oaths | 
are twelve times more numerous than | 


the registrars and, therefore, pro- 
portionately more accessible, which is a 
Mr. John Burns. 
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For this reason I rule out the | 
In ail cases where the magis- | 
trates or the justices of the peace receive | 
a fee, they will not receive it personally, | 
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very important point in the administra- 
tion of this Act. I have decided, there- 
fore, that the statutory declaration is 
better in the hands of the magistrates, 
justices of the peace, and commissioners 
for oaths, than it would be in the hands 
of the registrars of births, deaths, and 
marriages. I sincerely trust that there 
will not be said of this Bill three or four 
years hence what was said and predicted 
of the Bill of 1898. I believe that the 
nuisance which has grown up under the 
Act of 1898 is intolerable and cannot be 
allowed to continue. The conscientious 
objector resents being insulted in court, 
and he asks a more convenient way of 
claiming exemption. I consider that this 
is a simple and useful Bill for the achiev- 
ment of that object, and I commend it to 
the House in the hope that it will be 
received with hearty sympathy and be 
read a second time. 


} 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) said he welcomed this Bill as being 
better than nothing, and he regretted 
that the Government had not seen their 
way to abolish the penalties altogether. 


The present position of matters was 


really very anomalous and absurd. 
Parliament was induced to pass the 
Vaccination Acts by the solemn Jeclara- 


tion of the medical faculty that vaccina- 
tion would be an absolute protection 
against smallpox, but nobody put forward 
that contencion now. He was sorry that 
the Government had been bold 
enough to go so far as to remove the 
neglect of vaccination altogether from the 
purview of the criminal law. Taking 
the Bill for what it professed to be, he 
hoped the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board would be prepared to accept 
Amendments. The right hon. Gentleman 
had on a former occasion promised that a 
statutory declaration by either parent 
should be sufficient, but that was not the 
effect of the Bill. With regard to the 
persons before whom the declaration was 
to be made, it was not suggested that 
| the registrar should be introduced in 
| substitution for the other persons 


not 
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named, but in addition. 


the same time make the statutory | 
declaration. He noticed that the Bill | 
provided that the statutory declara- | 
tion was to be made within four! 
months. He hoped that the right hon. | 
Gentleman would be willing, at any rate, | 
to extend that period, if not to strike the | 
limit out altogether. 


the birth of his child, he could “* 
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He thought | 
it would be a great convenience to a | 


parent if, when he went to register | 


ness, carelessness, and prejudice would 
largely enter into the action of many for 
whose good this legislation was devised. 
Let the really conscientious objector have 
the courage of his opinions, and not place 
himself in the hands of agents of anti- 
vaccination societies, who knew how to 
work up adherents to their cause. The 
signature before a commissiozer would 
save some little trouble, and he feared 
there would be a very serious diminution 


| in the percentage of vaccination, and a 


| serious increase in the number of those 


Sir HENRY CRAIK said he was sure | 
the House was very thankful to the right 
hon. Gentleman for the very clear ex- 
planation he had given of the objects of | 
the Bill. Although he spoke with no 
professional knowledge, he felt it im- 
possible to remain silent on this ques- 
tion, in view of the fact that such a| 
large proportion of his constituents were 
interested in medical science. No doubt 
the right hon. Gentleman had _ given | 
many reasons why the Bill should be | 
considered as an extremely moderate one, 
but in view of certain utterances which | 
had come from the opposite side of the 
House, and from hon. Members below the 
gangway, he felt that there were con- 
siderable dangers to be apprehended | 
beyond those which the right hon. 
Gentleman hadindicated as the limitations 
of the Bill. He felt that this Bill was a | 


concession to prejudice and ignorance. 
As it was now drafted, it left no dis- | 
cretion whatever to the commissioner | 
for oaths or justice of the peace, aud, 
therefore, it seemed to him a matter | 
of very little importance in whose hands 
the duty was placed. He objected to | 
the substitution of a secret signature to 
a declaration before a commissioner for | 
oiths for a statement of conscientious | 
objection in the light of publicity with | 
the aid that publicity gave to distinguish | 
hetween ignorance, carelessness, or pre- 
judice and a conscientious belief. How 


far was concession to go? Granting 
that there were conscientious — beliefs 
having real and_ solid foundations, 
he feared that mere wantonness, idle- 


| 
| 


who conceived themselves to be con. 
scientious objectors. Should not the 
investigations of science have some 
weight in the sanitary administration 
of the country? Surely it was not too 
much to say that it was unwise to yield 
to the pressure of those who were in 
opposition to the fixed conclusions of the 
great mass of scientific medical opinion. 


Str F. BANBURY said he shared 
the feeling that was expressed very 
strongly in 1898, that the Act of 
that year went too far in conces- 
sion to prejudices against vaccination. 
Amongst a large number of the in- 
habitants of these islands there was 
a strong feeling that smallpox was 
such a very serious disease, and vaccina- 
tion had been so thoroughly proved to 
he a preventive to that disease, that the 


| Government were not doing their duty 


when they allowed a loophole—although 
it was very carefully fenced round 
—here provided for. He had ex- 
pected to hear a few words in defence 
of the Bill from the anti-vaccination 
minority, but presumed that, in the 
face of the great majority of the House, 
including the President of the Local 
Government Board, who believed in the 
full efticacy. of vaccination [“ No, no”, 
they feared to advance opinions where 
they could be thoroughly sifted and dealt 
with. He challenged the statement of 
the hon. Member for Bethnal Green that 
the theory that vaccination and re- 
vaccination was a protection against 
smallpox had been given up, and he 
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conscientiously believed that vaccination 
was necessary for the health of the 
community. It was with regret and 
surprise he found the right hon. Gentle- 
man yielding to the pressure of the hon. 
Member for Sleaford and his friends, and 
warned him that this concession would 
only be made the jumping ground for 
further The chief reason 
advanced in support of the Bill was 
that certain magistrates had administered 
the Act in a manner which was not 
The right hon. Gentleman had 


demands. 


right. 
quoted an instance where the chairman 
of a bench of magistrates had said that 
vaccination was necessary, and under 
no circumstances would he 
exemption. He did not know what the 


other magistrates on that bench could 


grant an 


have been thinking about, and he ventured 
to think that the chairman of no other 
bench of magistrates in the country would 
have made such a statement. In the 
vast number of cases all that magistrates 
required was that the applicant should go 
into the witness-box, take the oath, and 
then state that he had a conscientious 
objection to vaccination because he 
believed it would be prejudicial to the 
health of his child. Speaking from the 
point of view of one who thoroughly 
believed in the efficacy of vaccination, he 
admitted that the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Bill, on the face of it, did not seem to be | 
a very great innovation. There appeared 
to be some reason in the objection raised 
by the right hon. Gentleman that going 
to the police court savoured somewhat 
regard to | 


a criminal procedure in 


what was, after all, a civil matter. | 
| 
Vaccination cases were taken before the | 


The 
applicants for exemption orders were not 


ordinary police business began. 


detained for more than a few minutes, 
and it seemed to him that there was a 
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very great protection in compelling the 
Sir F. Banbury. 


Bill. 
conscientious objector to go before a 


public court. If the conscientious objector 
believed in the failure of vaccination, he 
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should not be ashamed to say so in open 
court, or to have his name in the papers, 
But if these proceedings had not to be 
gone through, there might be a great 
number of people who, to save a little 
expense and trouble, and for a variety of 
other reasons, would avail themselves of 
the hole and corner procedure provided 
for by the Bill. 
any aspersion on the machinery provided 
by the right hon. Gentleman, but there 


He did not wish to cast 


could be no question that it would be more 
or less a hole and corner procedure. 
Doubtless a considerable amount of 
trouble was entailed on the mother by 
the vaccination of the child, and it might 
be expected that a great number of 
people would evade that trouble by 
availing themselves of the procedure 
under the Bill. An Member had 
expressed dissatisfaction that the mother 


hon. 


could not obtain an exemption order 
without the consent of the father. He 
sincerely hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would not give way on that 
point, because the father was the proper 
whether or xiot his 


person to decide 


child should be vaccinated. He was not 
saying that the mother had not the 
[An Hon. 


where 


interest of the child at heart. 
Member: What is to be 
there is no father ?] The living parent 


done 


or guardian would get the exemption 
That was already provided for 
Bill. When a child was 


vaccinated it suffered a certain amount of 


order. 
under the 


pain, and the mother had to do the 
nursing, and, that being so, it should not 
be forgotten that there would be a 
great temptation on the part of the 
mother to say “Oh, I don’t want to be 
troubled with this. I fancy it will be all 


right. I know acase where the children 
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have not been vaccinated and there has 
been no evil result.” When the hon. 
Member for Sleaford and his friends 
came along with their delusion the 
prejudices of the parents were intensified. 
He felt strongly against the Bill, because 
he looked upon it as merely the thin 
end of the wedge, and feared that the 
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against the Bill. The right hon. Member 
for the Ilkeston Division, who was also an 
on the matter, had not been 
get up and say a word in favour 
Bill. When 
the measure, and another could 


expert 
able to 
of the 
against 
not say anything in its favour, the House 


one expert was 


had, he thought, strong reason for throw- 





be the 


vaccination. 


result would 


compulsory 


abolition 


of | ing it out. 


He 


would, 


therefore, vote in favour of the Amend- 


ment. He might point out that the only 
man of science in the House was strongly 14. 
AYES. 


Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury,E.) | 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Jarnard, E. Bb. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, W.(T’ w’rHamlets,S. Geo. 


Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) | 


Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bright, J. A. 

Brooke, Stupford 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hn. R. R. 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Collins,Sir Wm.J(S. Pancras W 
Cooper, ( r J; 
Corbett,CH(Sussex,E. Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Duckworth, James 
Dancan,C.(Barrow-in- Furiess 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Elibank, Master of 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir Williain Brampton 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Hedges, A. Paget 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 


Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Holt, Richard Durning 


| Hyde, Clarendon 


Idris, T. HH. W. 

Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. S. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 


| Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kekewich, Sir George 


| King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 


Kitson, Rt. Hn. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Macenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E. 
M’Callum, Jolin M. 
Maddison, Freierick 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marnham, F 

Masterinan, C. F. G. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
(Grady, J. 

Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 


| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Price, C. E (Edinb'rgh,Central) 


| Radford, G. H. 


Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 


NOES 


Banbury,Sir Frederick George | Bull, Sir William Janes 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Carlile, E. Hildred 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 1 2 , Noes, 
(Division List No. 175.) 


Rea, WalterRussell (Scarboro’ 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
tobertson,Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rowlands, J. 

Samuel,Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shaw, Rt. Hon. T.(Hawick B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Stanger, H. Y. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Summerbell, T. 

Thorne, William 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

| Toulmin, George 

Verney, F. W. 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds,S. ) 
Ward, John(Stoke-upon-Trent 
Waring, Walter 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whiteley,John Henry( Halifax 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carm’rth’n 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras,S.) 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
| Craik, Sir Henry 








1291 


Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Fell, Arthur 

Fletcher, J. S. 
Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 


Adjournment 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


sill read a second time, and committed 
to a Standing Committee. 


RELEASED PERSONS (POOR LAW 
RELIEF) BILL. 


*THE UNDER - SECRETARY oF 
STATE For THE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL, York- 


shire, Cleveland), in moving the Second 


{COMMONS} 


Kimber, Sir Henry 

Randles, Sir John Seurrah 
Rawlinson, Jolin Frederick Peel 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter | 





Reading, said that this Bill was not of a 


controversial character. It dealt with 
the case of persons discharged from 
prisons, reformatories, industrial schools 
and inebriate homes, who, owing to ill 
health or other causes, had to be sent to | 
the workhouse. At present, when their | 
place of settlement was unknown, they | 
were sent to the workhouse of the union | 
in which the prison or institution from | 
which they were discharged was situated. 


The effect was that some unions became 


chargeable with many persons whom they 
The | 


Home Oftice had received representations 


ought not to be made to maintain. 


on thesubject in respect of persons released | 
from the prisons at Parkhurst and Lin- 
The Wands- 
worth Union had had to supply relief 


coln and many other places. 


last year to seventy-nine persons re-| 
The | 


Bill proposed that, where the place of 


leased from Wandsworth Prison. 


settlement of the discharged person was 
unknown, the union where he lived when | 
should be 


that 


the offence was committed 


charged with his relief; and, if 


was not known, then the union in which | 
the offence was committed. Where per- 
sons were too ill to be moved to the 
union chargeable, they were to be dis- | 
charged to the nearest workhouse, but | 
the expenses of their maintenance would | 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
John Batty Tuke and Mr, 
Cave. 


be borne by the union chargeable under 
the Bill. 
since the principle of this measure had 


It was now twenty-two years 


been admitted to be sound by the Home 


Office. On more than one occasion 
Bills had been drafted to provide 
a remedy for the grievance. They 


had been sometimes introduced by pri- 
ate Members, but had never made any 
He hoped that 


would now pass this measure in order to 


progress. Parliament 
remedy a grievance which was admitted 


on all hands. 


+ 


Motion made, and (Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 
*\Mr. COCHRANE said a Bill similar 
to this was before the Home Office during 


the 
while it was regarded with benevolent 


last Unionist Administration, and, 
feelings, no opportunity occurred for 
translating those feelings into definite 
action. He entirely agreed with what 
the hon. Gentleman had said. It was an 


intolerable hardship that who 


persons 
were discharged invalided from prisons 
should become chargeable on the local 
rates of the districts in which the prisons 


were situated. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
to a Standing Committee. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion made, and Question, ‘“ That 
this House do now Adjourn,’—(J/r. 
Whiteley,)—put, and agreed to. 

Adjourned at nine minutes before 
Five till Monday 
next. 


o'clock 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS 
Monday, 27th May, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 

: INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

; Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
{Report from one of the examiners of 
® Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
$ case of the following Bill, originating in 
~the Lords, and referred on the First 
~ Reading thereof, the 


PRIVATE 


are applicable thereto, have been com- 
: plied with, viz. : Southport, Birkdale and 
- West Lancashire Water Board Bill. 
* (Lords. | 

* Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
° time. 

4 PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
FING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETV 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

, . Report from one of the Examiners of 
: Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
: Orders which are applicable thereto have 
: been complied with, viz. :—Local 
: Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) 


‘ Bill. Local Government Provisional 
} Order (No. 13) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


. second time To-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
; Mr. SpEAKER laid upon the Table 
‘ Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills referred on the 


First Reading thereof, no Standing | 
Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local 


Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) 


Bill. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 14) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time To-morrow. 


District Council Bill,—read the third | 
time and passed. 


VOL. CLXXIV. [FourtH SErirs.] 
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King’s Norton and Northfield Urban | 


Reports, de. ] 294 


London and North Western Railway 
Bill,—read the third time and passed. 
| LN ew Title. ] 


| London United Tramways Bill,—read 
the third time, and passed. 


Newquay and District Water Bill 
[Lords] (Prince of Wales’ consent signi- 
fied),—Bill read the third time, and 
| passed, with Amendments. 





Penrith Urban District Council Bill,-- 
read the third time, and passed. 


Standing Orders | 
not previously inquired into, and which | 


| -Middlesbrough Corporation __ Bill 
| [Lords],—as amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time. 

Oregon Mortgage Company, Limited, 


| Order Confirmation Bill,—read the third 
| time, and passed. 


PETITIONS. 
BUTTER AND MARGARINE BILL. 
Petition from Bermondsey, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: From Chichester, 
and London ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 
ARMY. 
Copy presented, of Additional Esti- 
|mate of the Cost of the Territorial Force 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ETC. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 
1906 (INDUSTRIAL DISEASES). 

Copy presented, of Order, dated 22nd 
| May, 1907, made by the Secretary of 
| State for the Home Department, in pur- 
suance of Section 8 (6) of The Workmen’s 
| Compensation Act, 1906, extending the 
| provisions of the Act to certain Industrial 
| Diseases [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


ton ANKING AND RAILWAY STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Report on the 
Banking and Railway Statistics of Ire- 
‘land for the half year ended 31st 


3A 
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December, 1906 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


(Questions. 


BANN AND LOUGH NEAGH DRAINAGE. 
* Copy presented, of Report to the Lord- 
Lieutenant, by Mr. J. D. Bell, Land 
Valuer, appointed by the Government to 
make certain valuations in connection 
with Sir Alexander Binnie’s Report on 
the Bann and Lough Neagh Drainage [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 

Copy presented, of Return of Advances 
made under the Irish Land Act, 1903, 
during the month of November, 1906 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS. 

Copy presented, of Twenty - fourth 
Report of the Comptroller-General of 
Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks, with 
Appendices, for the year 1906 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 164.] 


NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 

Copy presented, of Fiftieth Annual 
Report of the Trustees of the National 
Portrait Gallery, 1906-7 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (SPECIAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented, of Special Reports on 
Edueational Subjects, Vol. 17, Schools, 
Public and Private, in the North of 
Europe [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Summary of 
Figures relating to State-aided Second- 
ary Schools in England (excluding Wales 
and Monmouthshire), together with a 
Memorandum on the Management and 
Character of those Schools, in respect of 
Public Control and freedom from De- 
nominational Restrictions | by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Wilts), Further Return relative thereto 
{ordered 9th August, 1901 ; Mr. Griffith- 
Boscawen]; to be printed. [No. 165.] 


{COMMONS} 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Meetings of Land Tax Commissioners for 
Brixton Division. 

Mr. SEAVERNS (Lambeth, Brixton): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury if 
any meetings of land tax commissioners 
have been held in the Brixton division 
of Lambeth during the present year; 
if so, on what date such meetings were 
held ; whether all duly appointed com- 
missioners were summoned to them; 
and, if not, will he state why certain 
commissioners were summoned and other 
commissioners were not. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I am 
informed that meetings for the two Brix- 
ton divisions of Lambeth were held on 
the 8th and 9th April, respectively. In 
each case all the commissioners were 
summoned te attend. 


Claims of Fowler & Company. of 

Cienfuegos, against Spanish Government. 

Mr. SEAVERNS: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if the 
claims of Fowler & Company, British 
subjects, of Cienfuegos, against the 
Spanish Government have yet been 
settled ; and, if not, will he ascertain why 
settlement has been deferred for over 
ten years, and secure some assurance 
from the Spanish Government that the 
matter will now receive their attention. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) Inmy reply tothe hon. Member's 
Question on this subject of 26th March 
last,t I explained that the settlement of 
the claim in question, in common with 
that of other Colonial claims against the 
Spanish Government, is delayed by the 
provisions of the law of 30th July, 1904. 
Until the Report of the Committee ap- 
pointed to examine the claims has been 
presented payment cannct, I fear, be 
expected. His Majesty’s Embassy at 
Madrid are continuing to urge upon the 
Spanish Government the necessity of 
hastening the labours of the Committee 
in question. 


Poor Law Children--Muller’s Orphanage, 
Bristol. 


Sir A. SPICER (Hackney, Central): 
To ask the President of the Local 


t See (4) Debates, clxxi., 1626. 
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Government Board if he will state the 
number of children who have been 
handed over by the Bristol Board of 
Guardians to Muller’s Orphanage in that 
city ; what sum is paid per head by the 
guardians to the manager of the orphan- 
age; what control the guardians have 
over children so handed over; and by 
what means they are inspected. 


(Questions, {27 


May 1907} 





(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Tam 
informed that the guardians have not | 
themselves applied for the admission of 
any children to Muller’s Orphanages. It 
has occasionally happened that relatives 
who have made application for admission 
of children to the orphanages have, | 
pending the consideration of the applica- 
tion or the occurrence of vacancies, had 
to seek Poor Law relief for the children. 
In such circumstances the children have | 
heen discharged from the guardians’ | 
institutions, on the application of the 
relatives, in order that they may be 
admitted into the orphanage; but after 
such discharge the guardians have not 
exercised any control over the children 
or visited them. Nor have they made 
any payments in respect of their main- 
tenance in the orphanages. 


Liverpool Bonded Warehouses. 

Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, 
ton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury how many bonded  ware- 
houses under the Customs’ supervision 
approved for the bonding of wines and 
spirits were open in Liverpool on the 
10th instant ; whether they were all in 
charge of second-class examining officers, 
and what was the maximum number of 
warehouses for wines and spirits under 
the charge of one examining officer at 
the same time ; what is the number of 
excise warehouses approved for the bond- 
ing of wines and spirits in Liverpool ; 
whether they are all in charge of first- 


Bridge- | 
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class officers of excise; and what was 
the maximum number of warehouses for 
wines and spirits open under the charge 
of one first-class officer at the same time, 
the 10th instant. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I am 
informed that there were seventy-two 
bonded warehouses approved for the 
deposit of wines and spirits under the 
supervision of the Customs Department 
in Liverpool open on the 10th instant 
during the whole or portion of the official 
day. All these warehouses were under 
the charge of examining officers, second- 
class, assisted by watchers as found 
necessary. The maximum number of 
warehouses under the charge of one 
examining officer was six. As regards 
the second part of the Question, I learn 
that there are only two excise general 
duty warehouses in Liverpool for wines 
and spirits. When open, each ware- 
house is in charge of a first-class officer of 
excise. Only one was open on the 10th 
instant, and it was in charge of a first- 
class officer. 


Overtime of London Customs Watchers. 


Mr. BOWERMAN (Deptford): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can state the number of 
hours’ overtime worked by the Customs 
watchers in the Port of London during 
the year ended 31st December, 1906 ; 
the amount of money paid to them for 
such overtime attendances during that 
period ; and what portion of the money 


was paid by merchants and by the 
Crown respectively. 
(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 


overtime remuneration paid to Customs 
watchers in the port of London (459 on 
establishment) during the year ended 
3lst December, 1906, was, I understand, 
as follows :— 





Number of Hours. Paid by Merchants. 





£ 
115,864* 2,522 


oO 
o 


Paid by Crown. Total. 


£ 3s. d, ee ah 
1,274 12 0 3,796 12 0 





* These figures include 3,591 hours overtime allowed under the regulations for disturb- 
ance when the hour for commencing work fell between midnight and 5 a.m. inclusive. 
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Registered Parcels Post to China. 

CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether under present arrangements for 
sending parcels by parcel post to China 
from England, they can only be insured 
as far as Shanghai unless forwarded by a 
German boat; and, if so, whether he 
will take steps for securing for British 
trade the advantage possessed by other 
nations. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 
Parcels from this country for China sent 
by British packet can be insured as far 
as any place at which there is a British 
postal agency. Such agencies are main- 
tained at Amoy, Canton, “Chefoo, Foochow, 
Hangkow, Hoihow, Ningpo, ‘Shanghai, 
Swatow, Tientsin, and Wei-hai-wei. The 
only insured parcels sent by the German 
service are those addressed to places at 
which there are German agencies but 
no British agencies, namely, Itschang, 
Nanking, Peking, Tschinkiang, Tsinanfu, 
and Weihsien, as well as the Kiantschou 
Protectorate. Negotiations have already 
been begun with a view to the extension 
of the British Parcel Post arrangements 
with China. 


Compulsory Registration of Title— 
Working of the Act in London. 

Sir HENRY KIMBER (Wandsworth) : 
To ask Mr. Attorney-General whether, 
having regard to the fact that the 
experiment of compulsory registration of 
title in the county of London for the past 
eight years, under the Land Transfer Act, 
1897, is practically a failure and very 
adversely affects the marketability of 
property in London by adding greatly to 
the expense, difficulty, and delay in 
dealings with property, the Gov ernment 
have considered, or will consider, whether 
the Privy Council Order applying the 
experiment to London should be revoked ; 
and whether any other county in the 
United Kingdom has applied for the 
application of the Act. 


(Answered by Sir John Walton.) 
The Government have no intention of 
recommending that the Order in Council 
should be revoked, but have it in 
contemplation to inquire into the working 
of the Land Transter Acts with a view 
to the removal of any alleged objections. 
No other county has applied to be 
brought under the Act. 
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Questions. 


Customs and Inland Revenue 
Irregularities in Ireland. 
Mr. CLELAND: To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether a settle- 
ment has been arrived at in connection 
with the recent irregularities in distilleries 
in Ireland ; and in how many cases the 
Board of Inland Revenue and the Board 
of Customs, respectively, have during the 
past twenty years imposed fines of £50 
or over on the sureties for bonded ware- 
houses or distilleries for irregularities 
discovered thereat ; and what were the 
amounts of the penalties imposed. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The case 
arising out of the recent irregularities at 
Tullamore is not yet settled. Neither of 
the Revenue Boards has any record of 
the imposition of a fine of £50 or over 
on the sureties for a bonded warehouse 
during the pericd stated. It is not the 
practice to require sureties for a dis- 
tillery to which no warehouse is attached. 


Price of Opium at Calcutta Sales 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
what was the price realised per chest 
of opium at the Calcutta sales held in 
March, April, and May, 1907. 


(Answered ly Mr. Norley.) 
The average price realised in March was 
Rs.1,511 a chest, and in April, Rs.1,454 
a chest. The May figures have not yet 


been received. 


Secre tury 


Improvement of Irish Harbours. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Wextord, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
give the names of the harbours on the 
Irish coast in respect to proposals for the 
improvement of which the Board of 
Works have reported to the Irish Govern- 
ment within the past five years. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) — 

County Antrim—Ballycastle Harbour, 
Ballywillan Pier, Portmuck Pier. 

County Clare—Liscannor Harbour. 

County Cork—Union Hall Pier. 

County Donegal—Ballyness Pier, Bun- 
crana Pier, Bundoran Pier, C ladnageragh 
Pier, Downies Bay Pier, Falcorrib Slip, 
Gortnasate Harbour, Malinbeg Boatslip, 
Portnoo Pier, Rath- 


' mullen Pier. 


County Down—Portavogie Pier. 
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County Dublin—Balbriggan Harbour, 
Rush Pier. 

County Galway—Cleggan Pier, Clifden 
Pier, Kilmurvey Breakwater, Arran Is- 
and, Kinvarra Harbour, Mason Island 
Pier, Roundstone Pier, 

County Kerry—Dingle Pier, Renard 
Point Pier, Rineen Pier. 

County Londonderry—Magilligan 
Point Pier, Portstewart Harbour. 

County Louth—Drogheda Harbour. 

County Sligo—Sligo Harbour. 

County Waterford—Ardmore Slip and 
Breakwater, Ballynagaul Harbour, Pass- 
age East Pier. 


(Questions. 


Irish Ancient Monuments. 

Str THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will give the 
names of the ancient monuments situated 
on estates being sold under the Act of 
1903, communicated by the Estates 
(‘ommissioners to the Board of Works. 

( 1nswered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners have, in pursuance 
of Section 14 of the Irish Land Act of 
1903, communicated to the 


they considered might be worthy of 
preservation :— 

Carbery Church—County Kildare. 
Carbery Castle—County Kildare. 
Lismateige Castle—County Kilkenny. 
Jla Castle—County Limerick. 

Sinners Stone—County Cork. 

Bremore Castle—County Dublin. 
Leac-an-scail—County Kilkenny. 
Augustinian Friary —County Kilkenny. 
Ballyeowan Castle—King’s County. 
Srah Castle—King’s County. 
Heathstown Castle—County Westmeath. 
Cranoge—County Westmeath. 
lomdeely Castle—County Limerick. 
Tomdeely Church—County Limerick. 
Mahee Castle—County Down. 

Mahee Round Tower—County Down. 
Mahee Church—County Down. 
Templeaveigh Church—County Meath. 
Ballyboggan Abbey—County Meath. 
Mulrankin Castle—County Wexford. 
Rathronan Castle—County Wexford. 
Neigham Castle—County Kilkenny. 
Wonderful Barn—County Kildare. 

! Castle—County Westmeath. 

' Castle—County Westmeath. 

(riant’s Grave—County Dublin. 

Puck’s Castle—County Dublin. 
Shankhill Castle—County Dublin. 
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of Works particulars of the fifty-two | 
ancient monuments named below which | 


‘and learned Member will refer 
|Report of the 
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Cromlechs—County Dublin. 

Carrig Castle—County Tipperary. 

Kells Abbey—County Kilkenny. 

Mylerstown Castle—County Kildare. 

Gortnaclea Castle—Queen’s County. 

Clonburren Castle—Queen’s County. 

Colbally Church and Raths—Queen’s 
County. 

Chair of Kyle—Queen’s County. 

Cornaveigh Castle—County Cork. 

Troy Castle—County Limerick. 

Moymet Castle—County Meath. 

Dungall Port—County Antrim. 

| Drumfane Moate—County Antrim. 

| M’Quillan’s Castle—County Antrim. 

| Caherbewly Rath—County Tipperary. 

| Round Tower—County Down. 

| Seahorse Memorial—-County Waterford. 

| Cragg Castle—County Tipperary. 

| Giant’s Graves—County Tyrone. 

| Kilconnell Castle—County Tipperary. 

| Newcastle Castle—County Limerick. 

| Ballycatteen Rath—County Cork. 

Downmacpatrick Castle—County Cork. 

Giant’s Grave—County Donegal. 





Application of Surplus Income of Irish 
Church Temporalities Fund. 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH (Fer- 
managh, N.): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
will call the attention of the Irish Land 


| Commission (Church Property Depart- 


ment) to the desirability of showing in 
future reports how the surplus income of 
the Irish Church Temporalities Fund is 
applied in detail and not merely saying 
it is applied in payment of debts. 


(Answered hy Mr. Birrell.) Vf the hon. 
to the 
Church Temporalities 


Commissioners, 1869-80 [C. 2773 of 


| 1881], the Annual Reports of the Land 


Commission since 1881, and the Appen- 
dices to the latter Reports under the 


| head of “ Financial Temporalities of late 





Established Church,” he will find full par- 
ticulars of the application of the revenues 
of the late Established Church, as regards 
both the discharge of the annual charges 
imposed by Parliament and the application 
of any available surplus to the payment 
of capital debts. 


Maintenance of Supreme Courts of 
Judicature in Ireland. 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state to whom 
it is proposed to transfer the power and 
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duty of lighting, heating, and maintaining 
the courts and offices of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in Ireland as from 
the 3lst March, 1909 ; whether the cost 
of doing so is at present defrayed out of 
the moneys voted by Parliament to the 
Board of Public Works; and has this 
cost been considered in estimating the 
the future liabilities of the Irish Council. 


(Answered by \ir. Birrell.) The cost of 
lighting, heating, and maintaining the 
courts and offices referred to is at 
present defrayed out of the Vote for 
Public Works and Buildings, Ireland. 
Under the Irish Council Bill this cost will 
not fall upon the Irish Fund. As to the 
arrangements to be made for the future 
performance of this work, I would refer 
to Clause 21 (3) of the Bill. 


(Questions. 


Deductions from Death Duty Grant to 
County Wexford. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state in respect of 
what were the deductions made from the 
death duty grant, payable to the County 
Council of W exford, in the years 1900 to 
1907, inclusive. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The net 
deductions from the death duty grant 
payable to county Wexford in the years 
1900 to 1907, inclusive, were as follows :— 





Land Commis- 
mission. Under 
Purchase of 


Land (Ireland 


National Debt 
| Commissioners. 
Under Irish 
Land Act, 1903 


Year ending 
31st March. | 


| Act, 1891. 
2 a —_|— — 

| £ | & 
1900 a] 738 

| | 
1901 972 -- 
1902 - | 996 
1903 ik | 63 _ 
1904 : 590 = 
1905 " 500 35 
1906-7 - | 346 | 2427 

| 

| | 

| 

| 4 295 | 2.46 
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The transactions under the Act of 1891, 
were in respect of advance dividend and 
arrears of annuities, the respective 


| amounts being approximately £3,113 and 


£1,182. ‘Lhe transactions under the Act 
of 1903 are apportionable as follows :— 
£ 
Arrears of Annuities - - - 200 
Unearned dividend on issues of 
stock 868 
Advance dividend - - - 499 
Interest due but not received 567 
Unproductive balance - - - 328 
2,462 





Cost of Irish} Departments. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.) : Ti 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will grant 
the Return of Irish Departments (Costs, 
Income, and Expenditure) of which notice 
stands on the Order Paper.7 


(Ansur red by Mr. Birre li.) I propose 
to lay upon the Tabie in the course of a 
iew days a Return which will include the 
bulk of the information asked for by the 
hon. Member, and I would therefore ask 
him to await the appearance of that 
Return. 


Sale of the Estate of Mr. Westley, High 
Park, Kiltegan. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOK (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord- Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that, owing to a deadlock in the 
negotiations for the purchase by the 
tenants of the estate of Mr. Westley, 
High Park, Kiltegan, County Wicklow, 
the Estates Commissioners were appe: aled 
to by the tenants to intervene as arbi- 
trators, and that the landlord declined 

7 Irish Departme nts (Cost, Income, and 
Expenditure.) Return showing, for the latest 
financial year, the cost, income from al 
sources, and expenditure of each of the eight 
irish Departments proposed to be placed under 
the control of the Irish Council, and the total ; 
the cost, income from all sources, and expendi- 
ture of each of all the Irish Departments not 
proposed to be placed under that control, and 
the total; the total payments and expenditure 
for and in connection with land by the Con- 
vested Districts Board, the Land Commission, 
and the Estates Commissioners, respectively, 
with monetary return or set-off, if any ; the 
total amount paid as bonus under the Land 
Act of 1903; and the total net loss incurred 
under each heading of loss under that Act 
from the Ist day of November, 1903, to the 
latest date for which the figures are available 
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to agree to arbitration; will he say 
whether the landlord stated to the Com- 
missioners the grounds of his refusal , 
and whether the Commissioners propose 
to take any steps towards effecting a sale 
of this estate to the tenants. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) At the 
request of the tenants the Estates Com- 
missioners approached the owner of the 
estate, offering their services as con- 
ciliators under 
regulations. In reply they were informed 
that the owner did not at present desire 
their intervention, but no ,reasons were 
given. In the circumstances the Commis- 
sioners cannot take any further action in 
the matter at present. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Blue-Jackets’ Free Kits. 

Mr. BROOKE (Tower Hamlets, Bow 
and Bromley): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether he is 
considering the advisability of granting 
to blue-jackets the same advantages with 
regard to a free kit as are now given to 
soldiers and marines ; and, if so, when he 
will announce the Admiralty’s decision on 
the matter. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Epmunp  Roperrtson, 
Dundee) : The Admiralty have considered 
this question, and decided that it is not 
feasible to introduce the change at the 
present time. 


Midshipmen’s Instruction Fees. 
Mr. BROOKE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 


seeing that it is proposed to substitute | 


lieutenants as naval instructors in the 
place of the present holders of that office, 
midshipmen will still be required to pay 
3d. a day out of their pay of Is. 9d. a 
day for their naval instruction. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : This 


question is now under consideration. 


Naval Gunnery. 

Mr. PARTINGTON (Derbyshire, High 
Peak) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if, owing to the publication of 
figures of merit, it has lately become the 


tule in the Navy to carry out firing | 
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exercises only under the most favourable 
conditions of wind and weather. 


| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : There 

| has been no change in the Regulations, 
| but it is obvious that firing exercises at 

| sea can, as a rule, only be carried out 
| when the weather is sufficiently favourable 
| to permit of boats approaching the target 
to repair or replace the canvas. 


(uestions. 


Mr. STANGER (Kensington, N.): 
|Is there any truth in the report that 
appeared in the papers this morning 
that the Admiralty intend considerably 
| to reduce the staff of the gunnery training 
| establishment at Portsmouth ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: My 
hon. friend, no doubt, alludes to the 
statement in the Standurd this morning. 
/I am astonished that such a statement 


}should appear in any newspaper. It is 
an absolute lie. 

Destroyers’ Armaments. 
; Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): I beg 


|to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
| whether forty 12 pounder guns, fitted in 
our ships to enable them to resist the 
attacks of torpedo craft, have been 
removed in order to provide an improved 
armament for the river class of destroyers ; 
and, if so, what steps are being taken to 
replace this important section of this 
armament; and whether he can state 
why the guns were not ordered in the 
usual way. 





Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
guns which are being fitted in the torpedo 
| boat destroyers do not form part of the 

anti torpedo boat armament of ships. 


Lance-Corporals. 
Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can yet say whether lance- 
corporals will be appointed in the 
Territorial Army or not. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington): No, 
Sir. Iam not yet in a position to make 
any statement on this point. 


Mr. ASHLEY: When will the right 
| hon. Gentleman be able to say ? 


Mr. HALDANE: 


I hove before long. 
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Soldiers’ Kits. 
Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War if he can yet 
say whether the Territorial soldier on 
joining wil! receive a free issue of under- 
clothing and necessaries, and on whom 
the annual cost of maintenance of these 
articles will fall. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is not intended 
to give a free issue of underclothing to 
the Territorial Force; the question of 
whether any articles included in the 
term “necessaries” should be given is 
under consideration. 


Cost of Army Walking-out Dress. 


Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what will 


be the cost, in excess of the approximate 
estimate of the Territorial Force con- 
tained in Cd. 3296, entailed by providing 


walking-out dress for the Territorial 
soldiers. 

Mr. HALDANE: Will the hon. 
Member kindly refer to Cd. 3369 recently 
presented, wherein he will find the 
figures he requires. The estimate for 
the second suit amounts to £113,000. 

Territorial Artillery. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 

Secretary of State for War what will 


be the whole establishment of guns of 
the proposed Territorial artillery, and 
what will be their dates and patterns. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is proposed to 
organise the ‘Territorial divisions on lines 
similar to those of the Regular Army 
with, in addition, a few batteries of 
mountain artillery and possibly some 
siege artillery. The exact detail of 
numbers has not vet been settled. The 
field gun will be the 15-pounder recently 
in the possession of the Royal Field 
Artillery ; the heavy gun will be the 
47-inch quickfiring gun already in the 
hands of some Volunteer corps. 

Mr. ASHLEY: Is it intended to 
convert the field guns ? 

Mr. HALDANE: Yes, Sir. 

Yeomanry Arms. 

Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 

W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
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for War whether, in view of the fact that 
no decision has been arrived at respect- 
ing the armament of the Yeomanry, le 
will leave it to the discretion of individual 
commanding officers as to whether their 
men should carry bayonets, which are 
most uncomfortable for men to wear 
when on horseback. 


(Questions. 


Mr. HALDANE: I am not at this 
period in a position to make any state- 
ment on this subject. 


Yeomanry Equipment. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if the con 
sideration of all questions affecting the 
equipment of the Voiunteers has been 
postponed, and, if so, from what cause. 


Mr. HALDANE: Pending the forma- 
tion of the Territorial Army, it would be 
premature to decide on changes in the 
dress or equipment of Volunteers. 


Mr. ASHLEY: Can the right hon. 


Gentleman say what will happen in cases 


where the county associations are not 
formed fur two or three years ! 
Enlistment Minimum Age. 
Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War what is the 
minimum age for enlistment into the in- 
fantry ; and whether there is any inten- 
tion of changing the age at present fixed, 


The minimum age 
infantry 
present 


Mr. HALDANE 
for enlistment into the Regular 
is eighteen years. There is no 
intention of changing this limit. 


*Mr. ASHLEY: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman consider seventeen a sutticient 
age for a youth to enter the first class ¢ of 
the Army Reserve, when the Regular In- 
fantry cannot be enlisted in till eighte en! 


Mr. HALDANE was understood to 
reply that it was a convenient arrange- 
ment to enlist a certain number of men 
into the Militia at seventeen with a view 
to their subsequently passing into the 
Regular Army. 


Rand Mine Strikes—Employment of 
Imperial Forces. 

WEDGWOOD (Neweastle-under- 

I beg to ask the Secretary of 


Mr. 
Lyme) : 
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State for War whether the cost of send- 
ing British troops from Pretoria to 
Johannesburg to keep down the British 
miners on strike and of maintaining these 
troops at Johannesburg will be borne 
by the Colonial or by the Imperial 
Exchequer. 


Mr. HALDANE: If any extra ex- 
penditure is involved by the employment 
of the troops to aid the civil power in 
this Colony a claim for such extra cost 
will be made upon the Colonial Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.): Who 
made the application to the general 
otticer commanding in Pretoria or Johan- 
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nesburg for these troops, and what was | 


the alleged reason for their being sent to 
the Rand ? 


Mr. HALDANE: That is a Question 
which should be addressed to the Under- 
Secretary for the Colonies. 


|the police they are entitled to 


Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, New- | 


bury): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
state the number of troops sent to the 
Rand 4 


Mr. HALDANE: I think there is 
rather a misapprehension as to the posi- 
tion of a soldier in relation to an unlaw- 
ful assembly. 
military liability ; his liability arises out 
of the fact that as a civilian he is, like 


He is under no special | 
| may be something very slight. 
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believe that about 800 soldiers have been 
sent from Pretoria to Johannesburg. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) : 
Has the right hon. Gentleman's attention 
been drawn to the fact that when the 
news was circulated on the Stock 
Exchange in London that Imperial troops 
had been employed to ride down 
Britishers working on the Rand, it was 
received with acclamation, and the price 
of shares went up ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Member has no authority over the 
London Stock Exchange. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): Are we to take it that 
when civilians are called upon to assist 
use 
firearms ! 


Mr. HALDANE: I did not say 
that. The law is that anybody who 
calls for assistance in putting down, say, 
a riot or unlawful assembly does so at his 
peril. If he calls for more assistance 
than necessary he is guilty of man- 
slaughter, and it may be of murder. He 


| calls for just so much force as is necessary 


other civilians, liable to be called upon to | 


assist the Crown in putting down riot. 
He exists upon a more handy footing, in 
a more handy position, than the ordinary 
civiliin, and therefore he is more often 
called in, 


Mr. WEDGWOOD: Why were the 
Volunteers in the Transvaal not called 
out, or was it suspected that they would 
decline ? 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 


responsible Minister of the Transvaal 
made an application to the High Com- 
missioner for the assistance of the 
Imperial troops in maintaining order, 
and the High Commissioner, acting upon 
his authority and responsibility, directed 
that such necessary assistance should be 
afforded by the Imperial troops. I 


to put down what he has to cope with. 
That may be, as in the case of Feather- 
stone, an extremely serious riot, or 16 


Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester) asked whether the soidier who 
was called upon went as a soldier or as 


| a civilian, and in what capacity he took 





his bayonet and rifle. 


Mr. HALDANE said that he went as 
a citizen and was personally amenable to 
the civil law. He was liable as a citizen 
to be called on to give assistance to the 
Crown in redressing disorder, and if he 
took his bayonet he only did so in view 
of the extreme seriousness of the situation. 
Anybody calling upon a soldier might 
find himself in trouble. 


Mr. LEA asked whether it was not a 
fact that the chief ground for sending the 
troops from Pretoria to Johannesburg 
was to overawe the Chinese rather than 
to guard against any dangers from the 
strike of the workmen. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL said that this was 
a very complicated matter, indeed the 
most complicated that he had ever any- 
thing to do with. He did not feel it to 
be possible to discuss the question of the 
strike in Johannesburg by mere inter- 
pellations ; but he did think that the 
presence of 50,000 Chinese on the Rand 
was an element which added to the 
general insecurity of the country and 
which justified the High Commissioner 
in affording additional assistance. 


Questions. 


Mr. ASHLEY asked whether the 
soldier was not liable to be tried by 
court martial if he did not go to the aid 
of the civil power. 


Mr. HALDANE said that this subject 
was one of the most obscure questions 
that could be discussed in jurisprudence. 
Sir James Fitzjames Stephen took one 
view of it, and other eminent authorities 
took a different view; but if the hon. 


{COMMONS} 





Member wished to find the fullest state- | . : 
| inquire as to that. 


ment of the law he knew, it would be 


found in the Report of Lord Bowen’s | 


Committee on the Featherstone disturb- 
ances. It contained an exhaustive state- 
ment as far as the law was ascertained 
on the whole subject 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) asked 
whether the Government’s intention was 
that troops should be permanently main- 
tained in the Transvaal at the cost of this 
country. 


Mr. HALDANE: No. 


Mr. J. WARD asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman had more recent 
information than was contained in the 
newspapers with regard to the proceed- 
ings connected with the dispute in Johan- 
nesburg. Was any effort being made by 
the Government to bring about a settle- 
ment : 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that at present 
he’was not very fully informed as to the 
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Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Transvaal Government have 
asked for the help of Imperial troops to 
suppress a labour strike ; and whether he 
will withdraw at least a portion of the 
military forces of the Crown from South 
Africa, and in this way discourage the 
employment of the Regular Army on 
police duty. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. HALDANE: The duty of the 
Regular troops, wherever stationed, is 
to assist in the maintenance of order 
whenever called upon by the civil 
authorities. The question of the garrison 
of South Africa does not arise. 


*Mr. MACKARNESS: Are we to 
understand that the Transvaal Govern- 
ment asked for 800 troops to be used 


q 


solely against white miners ? 


Mr. HALDANE would 


said he 


Mr. BYLES: If the troops had been 
withdrawn from South Africa these 
* bayonetted civilians” would not have 
been so handy. 


Mr. HALDANE: They happened to 


he there, and being there we used them. 


Flogging in India. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, FE.) : | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he has received any reply 
from the Government of India in reply 
to the despatch he addressed to that 
Government about a year ago regarding 
public floggings as a judicial punishment 
in India; and whether he is prepared to 
take any steps towards the elimination 
of this form of punishment from the 
criminal code of the country, except in 
cases where the offender is guilty 0 


|gross and violent crime against th 
| person, 


details of this dispute; but the policy | 


the Government were at present pursuing 
was to give what aid was thought to be 
necessary to the new Government in 
dealing with this matter—a Government, 
it should be remembered. which had been 
largely supported by many of the men 
now on strike. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Mortey, Montrose 
Burghs): A reply has been received and 
is now under my consideration. I am 
not prepared to make any statement on 
the subject at present, but I hope there 
will be no long delay. 
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St. Paul’s School, Darjeeling. 

Mr. LAIDLAW (Renfrewshire, E.) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Judia if he is now in a position to give 
any information regarding special grants 
to St. Paul’s School at Darjeeling, about 
which he sent inquiries to India in 
December last. 


Mr. MORLEY: Special financial aid 
has for the last five years been given to 
St. Paul’s School, as it is considered 
essential that a school of a good standard 
should be maintained in the hills for 
European boys in Bengal. The rules for 
European schools provide for such grants 
being given, and also that no grants shall 
be given for instruction in religious 
subjects. Such aid is available to other 
denominational schools if they apply for 
it and are willing to submit to the 
conditions, 


Education in British Central Africa. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the 
Government has decided to make any 
grant in aid of education in British 
Central Africa Protectorate. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: A sum of £1,000 
has been provided for the current 
financial year for this purpose, and the 
Commissioner has been asked to frame a 
scheme to be submitted to the Secretary 
of State, for the appropriation of the 
money in the best interests of native 


education. 


Canadian Mail Steamers. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether there are at present five steam- 
ship lines which convey passengers to 
Canada ; and whether it is proposed, in 
the event of a subsidised fast mail service 
to Canada being initiated, to grant any 
compensation to the lines now competing 
tor this trade. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: My hon. friend’s 
(Question is premature. His Majesty’s 
(sovernment have promised to examine 
very carefully the proposals which have 
heen submitted by Sir Wilfrid Laurier to 
the Imperial Conterence, and which have 
been in general principle, apart from all 
qiestions of cost and detail, approved by 
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that body. Such an examination must 
necessarily take some time, and until it 
is completed I do not perceive the advan- 
tage of the official promulgation of 
detached and partial facts elicited by 
Question and Answer, and designed by 
the questioner to point a particular moral 
in this direction or in that. If my hon. 
friend will wait until the proceedings of 
the Conference are published—I hope at 
the end of this week—he will be able to 
see exactly where and how we stand 
in this matter. But meanwhile1j His 
Majesty’s Government cannot admit the 
principle that if one line of steamers is 
subsidised by the Government the other 
lines running on the same route should 
be compensated. 


Questions. 


Indian Natives in Nigeria. 

Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that six natives 
of the Punjab, who recently resigned 
(sovernment service in Nigeria, are 
returning to India with a sense that they 
have been harshly treated ; and whether 
he will inquire into the matter. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : It is the case that 
six natives of the Punjab, who have 
recently resigned their appointments in 
Northern Nigeria are at present in this 
country on their way back to India. They 
have submitted to the Secretary of State 
a statement of their case, and the hon. 
Member may rest assured that it will 
receive attention. 


Murder of Mr. Veal in Natal. 

Mr. BYLES: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can give the House infor- 
mation of the judicial proceedings in 
Natal relating to the murder of Mr. Veal 
during the recent rebellion; whether 
nineteen natives have been charged with 
this one murder ; whether seven of them 
have already been found guilty and 
sentenced to death ; whether they were 
tried by civil court or by court martial ; 
and whether, the rebellion being over 
and order restored in Natal, the Colonial 
Office will advise the Govenor to inter- 
vene and, if possible, prevent a repetition 
of the events which last year neces- 
sitated intervention, when a number of 
natives were executed for the murder of 
a single white man. 








1315 (Juestions. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: This murder 
took place during the rebellion, but the 
victim was an unarmed civilian, travel- 
ling alone on a bicycle. The circum- 


{COMMONS} 


stances are recorded in the Governor's | 


despatch of 5th July, 1906 (p. 12 Cd. 3247) 
which shows clearly that a large number 
of persons were participants in the crime. 
Nineteen men were originally charged, 
but the Crown withdrew the case against 


twelve of the accused, the remaining | 


seven prisoners were found guilty and 
sentenced to death. All the proceedings 
were conducted in the ordinary civil 
courts of the Colony, martial law having 
ceased. The power of pardon in capital 
cases in these Courts is regulated in the 
(sovernor’s instructions, and the Governor 
will, no doubt, carefully follow the pro- 
cedure therein laiddown. The Secretary 
of State is therefore of opinion that he is 
not in a position to intervene as suggested 
by the hon. Member. 


Anti-Opium Remedies. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
called to the statement by Mr. L. Wray, 
Director of Museums of the Federated 
Malay States, in regard to the new anti- 
opium remedy and to the results obtained 
from its use in Selangor; also to the 
statement that at the Weld Road estab- 
lishment of the Selangor Anti-Opium 
Society, in Kualo Lumpur, from 16th to 
25rd November last, about 400 patients 
had reported that they were completely 
cured of the habit of opium smoking ; 
and whether, under these circumstances, 
His Majesty’s Government will appoint a 
Committee to investigate the matter. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have not seen 
the statement to which the hon. Member 
refers, but the High Commissioner for 
the Federated Malay States reports that 
there is considerable conflict of opinion 


with regard to the alleged cure. The 
Government Analyst of the Straits 


Settlements has been unable to find any 
special constituent in the plant or plants 
from which the decoction is prepared, and 
it is said that the same effects have been 
produced by a strong infusion of tea. A 
further analysis is now being conducted 
at the Imperial Institute, and pending a 
report on the results it would be pre- 
mature to consider the question of 
appointing a Committee 
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Chinese Anti-Opium Movement. 

Sir H. COTTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has received Reports of the 
progress of the anti-opium movement in 
China from the local consuls, missionaries, 


| and other sources ; and, if so, whether 


these Reports will be collated and Papers 
laid upon the Table at an early date. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (for Sir Epwarp 
GREY): Reports have been received 
tending to show that practical steps are 
being taken in many parts of China to 
give effect to the anti-opium regulations 
issued by the Chinese Government. But 
in view of the short time that these regula- 
tions have been in force—only since 
February last—the information is, as 
might be expected, hardly  sutfticiently 
definite and authoritative so lay before the 
House. ‘The question of laying Papers 
will be considered as soon as the particn- 
lars received are likely to be of assistance 
in enabling a definite opinion to be formed 
as to the effectiveness of the regulations. 


Indian Opium in China. 

Sir H. COTTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any despatch has been sent to 
the Government of China in reply to the 
proposals presented to the British Govern- 
ment on the 29th November last regarding 
the traffic of Indian opium to China; 
and, if so, whether Papers on the subject 
will now be laid upon the Table. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Answer to 
the first part of the Question is in the 
negative. The views of the Government 
of India are still under consideration, but 
His Majesty’s Government hope to be in 
a position very shortly to reply respecting 
the proposals of the Chinese Government. 


Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lan- 
cashire, Radcliffe) asked if it were not 
the case that in Pekin Chinese opium 


} 


shops had already been suppressed ! 
[No Answer was returned. ] 


Shanghai Municipal Gaol. 

Sirk H. COTTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the scene witnessed in the mixed court 
at Shanghai on 18th May, when the 
thirteen ringleaders in the outbreak at 
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the municipal gaol a year ago were 
sentenced to long terms of imprisonment, 
and all begged to be sent to the city 
gaol, declaring that decapitation would 
be preferable” to imprisonment in the 
municipal gaol, and all had to be removed 
by force; and whether inquiry is being 
made into the circumstances and char- 
acter of imprisonment in the Shanghai 
municipal gaol. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: My right hon. 
friend’s attention has been called to the 
Press report of the scene referred to by 
the hon. Member, but he has no official 
information on the subject. It is probable 


that the objection of the prisoners to the | 


municipal gaol was due to the superior 
discipline of the latter. A report has 
been asked for, and it may be added 


that in November last the Mixed Court | 


Magistrate visited the gaol and expressed 
his appreciation of the system upon which 
it is governed, and his satisfaction at the 
treatment accorded to the prisoners. 


Smyrna Brigandage—Mr. Abbott's 
Ransom. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if any reply has been received 
from the Turkish Government to the 
request made for the repayment of the 
ransom paid by the British Government 
for the release of Mr. Abbott; and 
whether there is any connection between 
this payment and the fresh capture by 
brigands in the neighbourhood of 
Smyrna. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No reply has yet 
been received from the Turkish Govern- 
ment. With regard to the second part 
of the Question, we have no information 
beyond what has appeared in the Press, 
as to the alleged fresh capture by brigands 
near Smyrna, waich is not that of a 
British subject. 


In answer to a further Question by 
Mr. Fell, 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he was no 
great authority on the varying methods 
of paying ransoms to brigands. 


Consols. 
Mr. STRAUS (Tower Hamlets, Mile 
End): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
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£1,876,069 14s. 7d. nominal value of 
24 per cent. Consols were purchased by 
the Government during the last year 
between 14th May, 1906, and 13th May, 
1907, for redemption purposes, he will 
consider the desirability of using a much 
larger proportion of the amount set aside 
for the reduction of debt this year for 
purchasing Consols, owing to the present 
low value. 


Questions. 


THE CHANCELLOR oF THE EX 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asgquitu, Fifeshire, 
E.): I do not think it would be to the 
public interest for me to tie my hands 
by any declaration as to the particular 
securities to the cancellation of which I 
propose to devote the Sinking Fund 
during the present year, but my hon. 
friend may rest assured that the com- 
parative advantages of the various securi- 
ties to which the Sinking Fund can be 
applied (in estimating which the price 
at which they can be purchased is, 
of course, an important element) will 
be very carefully considered on each 
occasion. 


Motor Accidents in the Metropolis. 

Mer. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
f a Return of the accidents caused by 
motors in the Metropolitan area has been 
furnished by the police; and if he can 


state the number during the last six 
months. 
THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Guiap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): The number of 
accidents in the Metropolis known to the 
Police to have been caused in the streets 
by motor cars, motor cycles and motor 
omnibuses during the six months ended 
the 30th April last is 4,451. Of these 
accidents personal injury resulted in 
1,175 cases, and fatal injury in forty-one 
cases. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R. Holderness): Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give a similar Return as to 


| accidents caused by vehicles drawn by 
| horses ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have already 
done that, and if the hon. Member wishes 


the E xchequer whether, seeing that only | the figures can be brought up to date. 
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Questions. 
Motor Fatalities. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he can state how many 
fatal accidents have been caused by 
motors since the Ist May, 1907. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: No, Sir ; I cannot 
give this information. 


Russian Social Democrats. 


{COMMONS} 


| 


Mr. THORNE (West Ham, 8.) : I beg | 


to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that the Russian delegates who are now 
holding a conference in London are being 
shadowed and their photographs taken 


by private detectives and police from | 


Scotland Yard ; and whether he intends | 


taking any action in the matter. 


| these 


*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- | 


ston); At the same time [ wish to ask 


the Secretary of State for the Home | 


Department if he can state whether the 
police have been and still are engaged 
in watching and following from their 
place of meeting to their residences the 
Russians who describe themselves as 
Social Democrats, and are now holding 
a Conference in London ; whether he is 


aware that these men have repudiated | 


any connection with Anarchists; if he 
will state at whose instigation and by 
whose authority the police are watching 
and following these men; and whether 


the information obtained by the police | 


will be given to the Russian police or 
Russian Government. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The Russian 
Social Iemocrats at present holding a 
Conference in London are not being and 
have not been shadowed by the Metro- 
politan police, nor have their photographs 
been taken by the police. His Majesty’s 


Government never interferes with political | 


freedom and is not doing so. The police 
have standing instructions to take all 
steps which may be necessary, without 
distinction of nationality, to prevent 
crimes of violence being prepared or 
carried out in this country or elsewhere. 


"*Mr. THORNE 
private detectives 
the place all day. 


asked why so many 
were hanging round 
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Mr. GLADSTONE: I have absolutely 
no knowledge of it. 


(Juestions. 


*Mr. CREMER said the right hon, 
Gentleman had not answered the most 
important part of his Question, namely, 
at whose instigation and by whose 
authority these men were being watched, 
and whether the information obtained by 
them would be given to the Russian 
police or Government. 


Mr. GLADSTONE said that he had 
already stated that the Russian Social 
Democrats now holding a Conference in 
London were not being shadowed by the 
Metropolitan Police, nor had their photo- 
graphs been taken by the police. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : Can the 
right hon, Gentleman assure the House 
that no foreign detectives are following 
men, who are entitled to the 
protection of the British flag ? 


Sik HOWARD VINCENT (Shettield, 


Central) : They are Russian subjects. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I know nothing 
of foreign detectives. 


Licensed Premises. 

Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS (Lincoln): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he can state 
what was the number of premises 
licensed by justices for the sale of 
intoxicating liquors on the premises, and 
the number of such premises for off sale, 
respectively, existing on the Ist of 


| January, 1907. 


| 
| 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I am not in 
possession of the actual figures desired 
by the hon. Member ; but the informa- 
tion contained in the volume of Licensing 
Statistics for 1906 enables an estimate to 
be made, according to which it would 
appear that on-licences numbered about 
97,700 on Ist January last, and off- 
licences about 25,100. The actual 
figures will be given in due course in the 
Licensing Statistics for 1907. 


Betting by the Working Classes. 
Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been drawn to the fact 
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that, since the passing of the Street 
Betting Act, a system has sprung up 
whereby men and women employed in 
factories are offered special facilities for 
betting, by means of bookmakers’ agents 
employed in the works; whether his 
attention has been called to a recent 
statement by the Rev. B. Gregory, 
preaching at the Salford Mission, tu the 
efiect that in one factory the foreman 
acted as bookmaker with the girls as | 
clients; and whether, having regard to 
these facts, he will consider the desirable- 
ness of amending or repealing the Act. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have no in- 
formation as to the particular case 
mentioned beyond that contained in the 
newspaper report which the hon. Member 
has been good enough to send me. The 
Home Office has occasionally received 
complaints about betting in factories, but 
these were before and not after the | 
passing of the Street Betting Act. If} 
it is the case that the practice has 





increased, that fact may point to the| 
necessity of further strengthening the | 


law, but can afford no reason for re- 
pealing the useful Act of last session. 


{27 May 1907} 
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Passenger Traffic to America. 

Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he can state the 
number of passengers who travelled to the 
United States by the German passenger 
lines and by the English passenger lines, 
respectively, during each of the years 
1904, 1905, and 1906, distinguishing the 
classes by which they travelled. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ltoypd -Georeg, 
Carnarvon Boroughs): The number of 
passengers travelling from this country 
to the United States by British vessels 
and German vessels, respectively, were as 
follows: In 1904, 251,784 by British 
vessels and 6,408 by German vessels; 
in 1905, 235,251 by British vessels and 
6,477 by German vessels; in 1906, 
294,038 by British vessels and 7,935 by 
(ferman vessels. With regard to the 
classes by which the passengers travelled, 
it is only possible to distinguish between 
cabin and steerage passengers. I will 
give these particulars in the Votes. 


[The following were the particulars 


given in the Votes :] 


Statement showing the number of passengers carried by British and German Vessels 
from British and Irish Ports to the United States, in each of the years 1904, 
1905 and 1906, distinguishing Cabin and Steerage passengers :— 





By British Vessels. 





By German Vessels. 


Year. - —— ner eee 
Cabin. Steerage. {| Total. Cabin. Steerage. Total. 
1904 29,797 221,987 251,784 6,560 42 6,408 
1905 33,817 201,434 | 235,251 6,161 316 6,477 
1906 33,258 260,780 | 294,038 7,382 D3 1,935 





Shipping Classification. 

Mr FELL: I beg to ask the President | 
of the Board of Trade if the ships sailing | 
under the names of the White Star Line, 
the Red Star Line, the American Line, | 
the Leyland Line, the Atlantic Transport 
Line, and the Dominion Line, are classed | 
among English shipping in the Board of | 
Trade Returns, | 








Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: In the com 
pilation of the Shipping Returns, all 
vessels registered as British are classed 
as such. I understand that, speaking 
generally, the vessels of the White Star 
Line, Leyland Line, Atlantic Transport 
Line, and Dominion Line are registered 
as British, whilst the vessels of the Red 
Star Line are Belgian, and those of the 








1323 


American Line partly American and 
partly British. 


Questions. 


Mr. FELL: Then the Returns are 
erroneous to this extent, as these lines 
are owned by Americans ? 


Mr. 
not. 


LLOYD - GEORGE: 


Dalmuir Level Crossing Fatality. 
Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
drawn to the character of a level crossing 
on the North British Railway at Dalmuir, 


{COMMONS} 
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Questions. 


which some of the motors were driven, 
and the consequent injury to a spectator ; 
and if the Government will see to it that, 
in future competitions on public roads, 
due regard will be paid to the provisions 
of the law and the safety of the public. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 


| GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Jouy 


Dumbartonshire, where an express train | 
recently killed a child and a young man 
who was making a gallant attempt to | 
rescue the child; and whether he pro- | 


poses to take any steps to secure the 
erection of a bridge there, so as to avert 
further accidents. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The level 
crossing in question is not one at which 
the Board of Trade can require the 
erection of a bridge. I am, however, in 
communication with the company as to 
any precautions that can be taken to 
guard against accidents in the future. 


Butter Imports. 

Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he is aware of 
the quantity of butter imported into this 
country from Denmark which is not 
produced in that country, but imported 
there from Siberia; and whether he 
proposes to take any action in the matter 
with a view to preventing the contraven- 
tion of the Merchandise Marks Act. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: A small 
quantity of butter is consigned to this 
country from Russia via Danish ports. I 
am informed that a certain quantity of 
Siberian butter is also consigned from 
Denmark by Danish merchants, but I 
have no information as to the quantity 
which reaches the country in this way. 
If any evidence can be furnished that any 
such butter is imported here as Danish I 
shall be ready to give it consideration. 


Motor Speed Tests. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Poard if his attention has been called 
to the Frome’s Hill Climb, the speed at 


Burns, Battersea): My attention has 
been called to this case. The administra- 
tion of the law relating to the use of the 
highway by motor cars is practically in 
the hands of the local police. From 
accounts in my possession I gather that 
the police were present on the occasion 
referred to, and that they took precau- 
tions to safeguard from danger the 
spectators, who were, moreover, aware 
that a competition was taking place. I 
am not myself in a position to take action 
in cases of this kind. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON asked 
whether, in view of the facts, the right 
hon. Gentleman would not consider with 
the Home Secretary the desirableness of 
stopping these trials altogether. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I will com- 
municate with my right hon. friend. My 
own personal view is that, except under 


| very special conditions, cnd in the early 


morning, no speed or test trials should 
take place on a public thoroughfare. 


Eastern Mail Service. 

Sir H. COTTON: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General whether a new con- 
tract has been concluded with the Penin- 
sular and Oriental Company for the mail 


service with India, China, and Australia 


for a period of seven years from lst 
February, 1908 ; and, if so, will he state 
what are the terms of speed, and the 
amount of subsidy as compared with the 
present contract. 


Mr. LAIDLAW (Renfrewshire, E.): 
I beg also to ask the Postmaster-General 
what subsidy the Peninsular and Oriental 
Steam Navigation Company are to receive 
for carrying the Indian mails under the 
new three years contract ; what are the 
conditions regarding speed; if, when 
arranging the time-table for the Indian 
mails under the new contract, he will 
bear in mind the importance of pro- 
viding for the arrival of the incoming 
mail before the departure of the 
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chambers of commerce and trades associa- 
tions in India regarding the most con- 
venient time of departure from Bombay 
before concluding any arrangements. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 


SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop-' 


lar): No new Eastern Mail Packet contract 
has been concluded, but, after prolonged 


consultations with the Secretaries of State 


for India and the Colonies in regard to 
Indian and Colonial interests, I have 
decided to accept provisionally a tender 
of the Peninsular and Oriental Steam 
Navigation Company offering to make a 
contract for seven years from Ist Febru- 
ary, 1908, under which, in return for an 
annual subsidy of £205,000, as against 
the present subsidy of £340,000 a year, 
an accelerated service will be provided. 
If, as I hope, the details of the contract 
can be satisfactorily settled, the duration 
of the voyage between Brindisi and Bom- 
lay is to be reduced to eleven days six 
hours in each direction, between Brindisi 
and Shanghai to twenty-eight days six 
hours outwards and twenty-eight days 
twenty-two hours homewards, and_ be- 
tween Brindisi and Adelaide to twenty- 
six days fourteen hours outwards and 
tienty-seven days two hours homewards. 
The saving of time thus to be secured 
is:—Between Brindisi and Bombay, eight 
both ontward and homeward ; 
between Brindisi and Shanghai, thirty- 
four hours outward and twenty-four home- 
ward ; between Brindisi and Adelaide, 
thirty-six hours outwardand twenty-four 
homeward, The time-table of the new ser- 
vice will be arranged to the best advantage 
which circumstances permit; and the 
hour of departure from Bombay will of 
course be fixed with the concurrence of 
the Indian Government as the proper 
representative of Indian interests in the 
matter. 


hours 


Land Registration. 


Mu.G. GREEN WOOD (Peterborough): | 
Il beg to ask 
whether in view of the Report of the 


Mr. Attorney-General 


Registrar of the Land Registry for the 
years 1903 to 1906, containing sugges- 


‘tions for the improvement of the system 


ot land registration, by providing for the 
establishment of a general register of all 


Jandin England and Wales with absolute 
litle at an early date and at a moderate | 
cost, the Government propose to intro- | 
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outgoing; and if he will consult the 


one Judge taking special 
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duce legislation in order to carry such re- 
commendations into effect. 


Questions. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
JOHN WALTON, Leeds, 8.): I have 
nothing to add to the Answer I gave toa 
similar Question on the 6th March.t The 
subject is still receiving consideration. 


King’s Bench Division. 

Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): On behalf of the right hon. 
Member for Dublin University, I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General if he can state 
the number of cases now standing for 
trial or hearing in the King’s Bench 
Division ; how many Judges will be avail- 
able in London for te trial of such cases, 
having regard to the summer circuits ; 
and whether any arrangements have been 
or will be made by which such cases, or 
the greater portion of them, may be dis- 
posed of before the long vacation. 


Sir JOHN WALTON : The number of 
cases in the King’s Bench Division now 
standing for trial is as follows :—Special 
juries, 192; common juries, 208; non- 
juries, 139; commercial cases, 20; 
Order XIV., 10; assigned actions, 3— 
total, 572. This is in addition to Crown 
Paper, Revenue Paper, and Railway 
Commission. The number of Judges 
available for the trial of these cases is as 
follows :—Provided none are absent from 
illness or otherwise, for the first fortnight, 
ten; the third and fourth week, nine; 
the fifth week, six ; the sixth week, from 
five to seven; the seventh week, five ; 
the eighth week, seven; the ninth week, 
six ; and the last three days, seven. In 
other words, not counting Saturdays, 
which are devoted almost exclusively to 
cases under Order XIV., Rule 8, and 
omitting the Judge dealing with the com- 
mercial list, it would be as if there were 
juries for 
seventy-eight days, one taking common 
juries for eighty days, and one taking 
non-juries tor forty-seven days. The 
Government have fully realised the im- 
portance of taking steps to ensure that 
these cases shall be tried before the long 
vacation. Some weeks ago I communi- 
cated to the Lord Chief Justice the desire 
that this should be done, and informed 
him, with tke concurrence of the Lord 
Chancellor and the Chancellor of the 


+ See (4) Debates, elxx., 793. 
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Exchequer, that a sufficient number of 


Commissioners would be appointed to go 
on circuit, so as to allow of such a staff of 
Judges relinquishing their summer 
circuits and remaining in town as might 
be adequate to the hearing and disposal 
of all these cases before the adjournment 
of the Court for the autumn recess. I 
have the permission of the Lord Chief 
Justice to say—and I read from his 
letter—that “in the event of an additional 
Judge of the King’s Bench Division 
being appointed promptly, and a second 
Commissioner nominated to take a 
circuit, I have no doubt that, unless any- 
thing unforeseen occurs, we shall be able 
to dispose by the end of July of all the 
cases entered for trial to the middle of 
the present month” (May). A second 
Commissioner has been appointed ac- 
cordingly, and more Commissioners 
would have been appointed if it had 
been desired. The creation, with 
sanction of Parliament, of an additional 
Judge is receiving the consideration—] 
think I may add the 
sideration—of the 
have before me a forecast made in an 
official quarter, from which it would 
appear that the estimate of the Lord 
Chief Justice with regard to the disposal 


of the business of the King’s Bench 
Division may be unduly sanguine, and 


that one-half only of the cases can be 
tried between now and Ist August unless 
some of the Judges give up their circuits 
and remain in town. Whether this be 
so or not, I wish it to be understood that 
His Majesty’s Government are willing 
to relieve the Judges of the obligation to 
zo on circuit, and to provide the neces- 
sary expense involved in their remaining 
in London in order that the London lists 
shall be disposed of. The Government 
have done, and they are prepared to do, 
what they can to bring about the most 
desirable object of ensuring the trial of 
the causes which stand for hearing in 
the King’s Bench Division before the 
long vacation, and they feel that there 
will be cause for much disappointment if 
this cannot be done. I may add, with 
regard to the future regulation of the 
business of this division and of the Court of 
Appeal, that the Lord Chancellor expects 
in a few days to announce the appoint- 
ment of a Committee to consider and 
report upon the subject, including the 
question of appointing more Judges, so 
as to provide for the rapid despatch of 
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the | 


favourable con- | 


Lord Chancellor. I | 
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business. It is not likely that there will 
be much delay in reporting, as the 
Committee will consist of persons who 
are familiar with this subject. 


Mr. RAWLINSON : 


the Committee take ? 


Sir JOHN WALTON: It will be 
composed of gentlemen thorougly familiar 
with King’s Bench business, who will 


be invited to act by the Lord Chancellor, 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) ; 
Will the hon. and learned Gentleman 
consider the desirability of employing 
consider the desir: ability of borrowi ing, or 
better still, taking over body and sleeves 
three or four of the Irish Judges who 
now have nothing to do in Ireland and 
employing them in England where crime 
s2ems to be on the increas? ? 


Mr. RAWLINSON: I beg to ask Mr, 
Attorney-General whether the Govern. 
ment, having regard to the additional 
duties thrown upon the High Court by 
the Criminal Appeal Bill, intend t 
appoint any, and, if so, how many, 
additional Judges to the King’s Bench 
Division of that Court. : 


What form will 


Sin JOHN WALTON said this Ques- 
tion was to be considered by the 
Committee which the Lord Chancellor 


expected to appoint in a few days. 


Criminal Appeal Bill.—Staff of Director 
of Public Prosecutions. 

Mr. RAWLINSON : I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General whether the Govern- 
ment propose, having regard to Clause 
12 of the Criminal Appeal Bill, to increase 
to any, and what, extent the staff of the 
Director cf Public Prosecutions ; and, 
if so, what estimate has been made of 
the cost of such increase. 


Sin JOHN WALTON: The clause 
itself provides for such increase in the 
staff as may prove to be necessary. It is 
impossible to forecast the consequent cost 
to the Department until experience has 
shown the extent tu which convicted per 
sons avail themselves of the right to 
appeal. 


Mr. RAWL INS( IN: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General whether any, and 
what, estimate has been made of the 
expenditure likely to be incurred under 
Clauses 12 and 13 of the Criminal Appeal 
Bill. 
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Sir JOHN WALTON : No estimate | 
of the expenditure has been or can be | 
made for the reason stated in the last | 
Answer. An estimate at this stage is 
doubly difficult, because not only is the 
number of applications for leave to appeal | 
largely speculative, but the proportion of 
eases in which leave will be given is 
uncertain. In my opinion, the pro 
portion will be small, and the cost of 
consequent appeals not great. 


Mr. RAWLINSON: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General what is the esti- 
mated expenditure necessary for carrying 
out the provisions of Clause 16 (2) of 
the Criminal Appeal Bill, differentiating 
between the cost of taking shorthand 
notes and the cost of transcribing the 
same respectively. 


Sir JOHN WALTON: The cost of 
taking down in shorthand the Report 
of every criminal trial has not yet been 
estimated, but I will ascertain whether 
there is any difficulty in this being done. 
The expense cannot be large. The more 
important item of obtaining transcripts 
of the portions of such Reports which 
the Court may desire to see cannot be 
estimated at this stage for the reasons | 
already given. 
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making grants from those fines to fisher- 
men who act as witnesses. 


(Juestions. 


Small Landholders (Scotland) Bill. 

Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland, 
whether the provisions of the Small 
Landholders (Scotland) Bill are intended 
by the Government to ensure that every 
existing small holding in Scotland should 
fall automatically, in the case of 
yearly tenancies on the passage of the 
Bill and in the case of leaseholds on the 
expiration of the lease, within the opera- 
tion of the Bill: or whether it is intended 
that the tenant of any such holding 
should be free, if he so desires, to continue 
in his holding after the passage of the 
Bill on such terms as he may be able, with- 


| out reference to the Bill, to arrange with 


his landlord. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The operation of the 
Bill is intended to be as interpreted in 
the first portion of the hon. Member's 
Question ; any landholder, however, is 
entitled upon one year’s notice to his 
landlord to renounce his holding ; and it 
should be borne in mind further, that 
Section 5 of the Crofters Holdings Act 
which will apply generally provides for 
alteration of rent by agreement between 


| landlord and landholder. 


Shetland Trawling Prosecutions. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to | 
ask the Secretary for Scotland if his | 
attention has been called to the recent 
trawling prosecutions and convictions in 
Shetland, and to the fact that fishermen | 
have to leave home for indeterminate 
periods in order to give evidence ; and 
if, under the circumstances, the Fishery 
Board will for the future make small 
grants out of any fines that might be 
imposed in respect of breaches of the 
Law to recoup the fishermen for some of | 
their lost time. 
| 
| 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Srncuarr, Forfarshire): Under 
existing circumstances a witness is en- 
titled to receive 4s. 6d. for his day’s 
attendance at court, and 3s. for every 
other day upon which he is prevented 
from following his ordinary occupation. 
The Fishery Board do not receive the 
fines imposed on the masters of trawl | 
vessels, and, therefore, they are not in | 
a position to consider the question of | 


Crofters’ Holdings. 

Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland, 
what are the number of holdings within 
the crofting area to which the Crofters 
Acts apply ; the number of crofters who 
have had fair rents fixed ; the number of 
crofters who have not availed themselves 
of the Acts; and the number of crofters 
who, after having had their rents fixed 
fora term of years, have subsequently 
preferred to return to ordinary relations 
with their landlords. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: (1) The exact number 
of holdings to which the Crofters’ Hold- 
ings Acts apply cannot be stated, but 
according to the latest return (No. 127 
of 1907) the number of occupiers of farms 
in the crofting counties entered at a 
rental of not exceeding £30 is 28,577. 
(2) The number of crofters who have had 
fair rents fixed is 15,156, exclusive of 
cases of re-valuation of holdings. (3) 
There is no information available as to 
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Questions. 


the number of crofters who, while enjoy- | 


ing the statutory tenure conferred by the 


Act, have not thought it necessary to_ 


apply to have a fair rent fixed by the 
Crofters Commission ; (4) There are no 
statistics available as to the number of 
crofters who have renounced the statu- 


tory tenure ; it is understood that there | 
are some instances where crofters have | 


done so on removing to more suitable 
holdings, or on receiving favourable 
treatment at the hands of the landlord : 
but these cases are believed to be few in 
number. 


Illegal Trawling. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland, in 
view of the number of cases of illegal 
trawling around the coasts of Scotland, 
will he consider the expediency of 
imposing more drastic penalties for 
infringments of the law. 


: The administration 
is under close obser- 


Mr. SINCLAIR 


of the existing law 


vation, and the suggestion of my hon. | 


friend’s Question will be noted. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: Will the 
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| and Ireland are full of disparities. 
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tenant of Ireland if he can state the head of 
population within the Dublin Metropolitan 
and Belfast magistrates’ jurisdiction 
respectively, the number of magistrates 
in the two areas, and their salaries. 


Questions. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE. 
LAND (Mr. Birre.L, Bristol, N.): The 
estimated population of the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police district in the middle 
of 1906 was 405,000, and that of Belfast 
City was 366,220. There are four divi- 
sional magistrates in Dublin, of whom the 
chief magistrate receives a salary of 
£1,200 per annum, and the three others 
£1,000 each. There are two resident 
magistrates in Belfast, of whom one 
receives a salary of £675 with a commuted 
forage allowance of £100, and the other 
a salary of £550, with a similar allowance. 


Captain CRAIG: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman explain the disparity between 
the Dublin and Belfast payments, the 
populations being practically the same ! 
No, Sir. England 
I can 


Mr. BIRRELL: 


| give no explanation. 


right hon. Gentleman endeavour to make | 
the existing law applicable to foreigners ? | 


{No Answer was returned. | 


Culloden Estate Evictions. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland whether his attention 
has been called to the evictions of certain 
tenants on the Culloden estate, Ferintosh, 
Ktoss-shire, and of the fact that the factor 
or estate agent has given notice to other 
tenants; and will he consider the ex- 
pediency of arranging in the Small 


Irish Land Purchase Instalments. 
CapTaIN CRAIG: I beg to ask the 


| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


' of Ireland the 


Landholders (Scotland) Bill, now before | 


Parliament, for crofter leaseholders to 


obtain the benefits of the Act directly it 


becomes law. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: My _ information 


may not be complete, but I am aware of | 


the incidents to which my hon. friend 
now draws attention, and the policy of 


the Government in regard to leaseholders, | 
which was adopted after careful con- | 


sideration, is contained in the Bill as 
now before the Scottish Grand Committee. 


Dublin and Belfast Magistracy. 


Captain CRAIG (Down, E): I beg to | 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


total annual amount 
payable by way of instalments in respect 
of purchases already completed under 
Land Purchase Acts in Ireland. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The total amount of 
annuities payable under the Land Pur- 
chase Acts is £1,354,089, and the amount 
of annuities under the Bright Clauses of 
the Act of 1870 is £11,269. 


Dublin Revaluation. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether any progress has been made 
in the re-valuation of Dublin; and when 
the Commissioner of Valuation anticipates 
that it will be completed. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.; for Mr. Runciman): I 
understand that considerable progress has 
been made in the revaluation of the city, 
but the work is not sufficiently advanced 
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to enable the Commissioners of Valuation 
to fix a date for its completion. 


Irish Land Purchase. 

Mr. KETTLE (Tyrone, E.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he is aware that in calculating for the 
purpose of the Finance Act, 1894, Section 
16, the value of holdings purchased under 
the Irish Land Purchase Acts, the 
standard is fixed at twenty-five years 
purchase of the Poor Law Valuation, and 
no regard is had to the terminable annuity 
payable to the Land Commission ; and, 
seeing that the effect of this practice has 
been to make many small holdings liable 
for Estate Duty which would have paid 
no duty had they not been purchased 
under the Land Acts, and in view of the 
necessity of affording every legal protec- 
tion and immunity to the rapidly multi- 
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lying small estates in Ireland, whether | 
ply; ’ 


he will take steps to amend the practice 
in question. 


Mr. MCKENNA (for Mr. RUNCIMAN) : 
The standard of twenty-five years pur- 
chase of the Poor Law Valuation is only 
used where it is less than the market 
value of the holding. A deduction is 
always allowed for the terminable annuity 
where the duty is calculated on the net 
value of the property. Under Section 
16 of the Finance Act, 1894, however, 
the duty has to be calculated by reference 
to the gross value. In cases falling under 
this section, the deduction can, therefore, 
only be allowed where the estate was 
purchased and the charge created by some 
person other than the deceased. Where 
the purchase has been made by the 
deceased himself, the annuity constitutes 
an encumbrance which he has himself 
created, and its redemption value is in- 
cluded in the gross value of the property. 
Recourse to Section 16 is however only 
optional. 


Government Bills. 

Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask 
the Prime Minister whether the Govern- 
ment propose to proceed with the Irish 
Council Bill; if so, will he state the 
dates on which it is intended to take the 
Second Reading; and whether he will 
grant at least a clear week for the Second 
Reading. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or rue TREASURY (Sir H. Canp- 
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BELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : 
This is the first of several Questions 
relating to various Government Bills, 
and I would ask that all of these should 
be put off for a week, when I can answer 
them all together. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, S.): 
Cannot the Prime Minister give an 
answer, at all events in regard to the 
Irish Council Bill, within a shorter 
period than a week? There is very 
great public interest taken in the 
matter. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I think it is more convenient to answer 
all together. It is an invidious thing to 
pick and choose. 


(Juestions were covered 
Answer :— 


The following 
by the foregoing 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON 
(Lanarkshire, N.W.): To ask the Prime 
Minister when he proposes to take the 
Second Reading of the Irish Council Bill. 


Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, Bridgeton) : 
To ask the Prime Minister whether it is 
proposed to pass through this House the 
English Valuation Bill during the present 
session; and when it is proposed to 
introduce the Bill. 


Mr. CLOUGH (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Skipton): To ask the Prime Minister 
whether he can mention the date upon 
which the Second Reading of the Educa- 
tion (Special Religious Instruction) Bill 
will be the first Order of the Day. 


Sir J. RANDLES (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) : To ask the Prime Minister 
in what order the Government propose 
to take the Second Reading of the Irish 
Council Bill, the Resolutions respecting 
the House of Lords, and the introduction 
of the promised temperance legislation ; 
and can he also indicate the approximate 
dates. 


Sm FRANCIS CHANNING (North- 
amptonshire, E.): To ask the Prime 
Minister whether he is now in a position 
to state what course will be taken as to 
the Licensing Bill, promised in the Speech 
from the Throne. 





Business 


The Indian Budget. 
Sir HENRY COTTON : I beg to ask 
the Prime Minister on what date the 
Indian Budget will be taken. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
On Thursday, June 6th. 


Business of the House. 

Mr. WALTER LONG inquired from 
the Prime Minister whether he proposed 
to ask the House, supposing there was 
« desire to continue the discussion on 
the Small Holdings and Allotments Bill, 
to sit to a late hour, and what business it 
was proposed to take this week. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the business to-morrow and Wednes- 
day would be the Army Bill, on Thurs- 
day Scottish Supply, and Friday the 
Criminal Appeal Bill. As to that night, 
they hoped to be able to take the First 
Reading stage of the Bill without sitting 
up to a very late hour. 


Mr. WALTER LONG pointed out that 


there was a private Bill down for 
that evening, which, there was every 


reason to believe, would occupy a con- 
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siderable time, and he inquired whether it 
was quite reasonable to ask the House to 
conclude that night the debate on so im- 
gg a measure as the Small Holdings 
Bil 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
replied that the interposed Bill had been 
discussed already at great length, and 
he did not imagine that the further 
discussion would be very prolonged. It 
was very desirable to take the First Read- 
ing of the Small Holdings Bill so that 
Members might see the measure in print 
and judge of its contents. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SMALL 
HOLDINGS AND ALLOTMENTS BILL). 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the Proceedings on the introduction of 
the Small Holdings and Allotments Bill, 
if under discussion when the Business is 


postponed, be resumed and _ proceeded 
with, though opposed, after the inter- 
ruption of Business.”—(Sir H. Campbell- 


Bannerman.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 249 ; Noes, 


64. (Division List No. 176.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 


‘airns, Thomas 


Cheetham, 


Burns, Rt. Hno. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 


‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘arr-Gomm, H. W. 
‘auston, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Edwards, Frank-(Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 





Barlow,John Emmott(Som’rset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bethell,Sir J.H.( Essex, Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex,Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Boland, John 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Branch, James 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Burke,§E. Haviland- 


Churchill, Rt. Hon. Winston 8. | 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Coats,Sir T.Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, J. G. 

Corbett,C.H (Sussex,E.Grinst’d | 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cox, Harold 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, § 8.) | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness- i: )| 
Dickinson, W.H. (St.Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John*P. 


| 
| 
| 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gardner, Col. Alan (Hereford,S. 
Gilhooly, James 

Ginnell, L 


| Gladstone, Rt.Hn.Herbert John 


Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
| Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, R. L.(Caithness-sh 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Helme, Norval Watson 


Lloy 
Lou 
Lun 
Lup 
Lutt 
Mac 
Mac 
Mac 
Mac 
Mac 
Mac 

MC 
WC 
MK 
Mad 
Mar’ 
Mari 
Mas 
Mich 


Ans 
Anst 
Ash] 
Ban 
Bart 
Bech 
Bigr 
Bow 
Brid 
Cam 
Carl 
Ceci. 
Chai 
Coat 
Cock 
Colli 
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Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles 8S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon.,S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset,N 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster) 
Lamont, Norman 

law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. ) 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W. H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs) 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Mac Veigh,Charles (Donegal, E. ) 
MCallum, John M. 

WCrae, George 

M'Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
Maddison, Frederick 

Marks, G.Croydon (Launceston 
Marnham, F, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 


\nson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barrie,H. T. (Londonderry,N.) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 


Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt.‘Hn.J.(Birmingh’m 





Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J.A.(Wore | 
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Molteno, Percy Alport 
Mond, A. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morrell, Philip 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, J. Wnyford (Pembroke 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, C. E. (Edinburgh,Central 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ | 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Sir C.E.(Manchester) | 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 


NOES. 


Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain James (Down, E. 
Craik, Sir Henry 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hervey, F.W.F.(Bury 8.Edm’s) 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
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| Shackleton, David James 


Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 


' Spicer, Sir Albert 
| Stanger, H. Y. 


Steadman, W.C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
Thorne, William 

Tillett, Louis John 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
| Ward,W. Dudley(Southampton 


Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Gathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D.S. 


| Wedgwood, Josiah C. 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 


| White, George (Norfolk) 
| White, J. D.(Dumbartonshire) 


Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carmarth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M*Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lee,Arthur H(Hants.,Fareham 
Long,Rt.Hon. Walter (Dublin,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Iver,SirLewis (Edinburgh, W 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel | Starkey, John 
temnant, James Farquharson | 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter | 


{COMMONS} 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah ! Stanley,Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 


(Scotland) [Salaries]. 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 


R. Younger, George 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark | TELLERS FoR THE Noxs—Sir 


Salter, Arthur Clavell l Thornton, Percy M. | Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East ! Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard | Lord Balearres. 
Smith.F.E. (Liverpool,Walton) | Walrond, Hon. Lionel | 


SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) 
[SALARIES]. 

Resolution reported : “ That, for carry- 
ing out the provisions of any Act of the 
present session to encourage the forma- 
tion of Small Agricultural Holdings in 
Scotland, it is expedient to authorise— 
(i.) the payment, out of the Consolidated 
Fund, of the salaries of the chairman and 
of each of the other members of the Land 
Court ; (ii.) the payment, out of moneys 
provided by Parliament, of—(a) the 
salaries and remuneration of the Agri- 
cultural Commissioners and other persons 
appointed or employed by them and by 
the Land Court, and the expenses in- 
curred by the Land Court and the Agri- 
cultural Commissioners in the execution 
of their duties; (/) an annual sum not 
exceeding £85,000 for the use of the 
Agricultural Commissioners; (¢) com- 
pensation in certain cases to members 
and otticers of the Crofters Commission.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) moved an Amendment to limit 
the expenses in respect of the Agri- 
cultural Commissioners to £3,000 a year. 
He said that under Section 3 of the Bill 
a Land Court was proposed to be set up 
and under Section 4 a tribunal was 
created cailed tue Agricuitural Commis- 
sion for Scotland. The object of his 
Amendment was not in any way to 
deal with the merits of the Bill; in- 
deed, for the purpose of his Amendment. 
the Bill might be assumed to be a highly 
desirable measure, although he did not 
say for one moment that that was _ his 
view, nor that it was the view of any 
Scottish Jandlord or tenant. On Friday 
they had been asked to draw three blank 
cheques for the use of the Secretary 
for Scotland, with possibly the assent 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
That was thoroughly unsound finance, 
and Members of that House, who 
were supposed to be looking after 
the expenditure of the country, had 
no right to pass any orders of such a 
nature, no matter how desirable they 


might be. Under the Bill no limit was 
put upon the expenses of the Land Court 
at all. The Secretary for Scotland was 
questioned very closely on Friday as to 
what his estimate was of the expenditure 
likely to be incurred under that section of 
the Bill. Lhe hon. Member for Leith 
Burghs made out the estimated expendi- 
ture to be a large sum; he (Mr. Rawlin- 
son) was not concerned whether that was 
right or wrong, but the Secretary for 
Scotland entirely dissented from the hon. 
Member's figures and said, in reply toa 
request for his own, that he had some- 
thing better than an estimate, he had a 
figure to guide him which was based on 
experience, and that amount was 
£5,000. That figure was challenged 
by a large number of Members, but 
he was quite prepared to accept it, 
and he had, therefore, put upon the 
Paper an Amendment restricting the 
expenses under that sub-section of the Bill 
to £6,000 a year, thus leaving a sub- 
stantial margin beyond the figure quoted 
by the Secretary for Scotland. Then there 
was the question of the expenses of the 
Agricultural Commissioners. There were 
the saiaries of the three Commissioners 
and the expenses the Commission might 
incur. In the case of the Land Court 
the salaries of the Judges were estimated 
ata sum amounting to £6,000 a year, but 
in the case of the Agricultural Con- 
missioners there was no estimate at all as 
to the sum they were to receive. The 
Secretary for Scotland had been 
repeatedly asked what was the estimated 
amount for the remuneration of those 
three gentlemen, but he was either 
unable or unwilling to reply. — In 
order, therefore, to obtain information 
upon this point he had put down 
in his Amendment that those salaries 
should be limited to £3,000 a year. If 
that was not a proper figure he would be 
prepared to accept any figure the 
Secretary of Scotland might name, }ut 
he objected to power being given to 
the right hon. Gentleman to appoint 
those officials at a cost to be borne by 
public funds without any control from 
that House over their remuneration. 


HI 
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The right hon. Gentleman on Friday had 
used words to the effect, ‘‘Oh, the House 
can safely give power to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, because these salaries 
will come up on the Estimates on some 


other occasion.” He protested most 
strongly against that answer. If the 


House passed the Financial Resolution, 
and gave the Secretary for Scotland 
power to appoint the three Commissioners 
at such salaries as the right hon. Gentle- 
man and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
thought right, the House would have 
practically no control over the salaries. 
It was one thing for the House to resolve 
that three people should be appainted at 
such and such a salary—whatever the 
figure might be—and another thing to 
give authority to certain members of the 
Government to make the appointments, 
and not to take the trouble to restrict 
the remuneration. It should be remem- 
bered also that there was unlimited 
power given as to the amount of the 
expenses of the Commission itself. That 
was estimated by the hon. Member for 
the Leith Burghs at £100,000, an 
estimate which was rejected by the 
Secretary for Scotland. Some  iimit 
should be put on the amount. In pro- 
testing against the course which the 
Government were now taking, he and 
his friends were following the excellent 
precedent set by many of those who now 
sat on the Treasury Bench when discus- 
sing the Aliens Bill. When he found 
irguments marked by sound — sense 
emanating even from hon. Members on 
the other side of the House he was per- 
iectly ready to adopt them. In the case 
the Aliens Bill various Members of the 
then Opposition argued that an estimate of 
the cost should be given, and the late 
(rovernment did give an estimate on 
the authority of the Home Secretary 
at the time. It might or might 
not have been a correct one, but it 
was criticised. In view of the position 
taken up on the Aliens Bill, it was rather 
the duty of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to assist the Opposition than to 
assist the right hon. Gentleman who sat 
heside him on the present occasion. 
He submitted that there was a principle 
involved in the Resolution against which 
the House ought to protest. It was a 
question involving the position of the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer at every | 


turn. On Friday the Secretary for Scot- 
land, at the end of his interesting speech, 
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naively said that he did not know that 
he had given any information except 
what appeared in the Bill at the present 
time. It was a perfectly frank admission, 
and it was about correct. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer came in, and, 
after he had been in the House for a 
short time, moved the closure. 


THe CHANCELLOR oF tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquitu, Fifeshire, E.) : 
Half an hour. 


Mr. RAWLINSON said that if the 
House passed the Resolution as it stood it 
would create a thoroughly bad precedent. 
There ought to be some limit to the cost. 
The new bodies to be constituted under 
the Bill were only to have the adminis- 
tration of £65,000, and as large sums 
had been indicated by hon. Members on 
both sides of the House as the possible 
cost, it was desirable as a matter of 
principle that some limit should be put 
on the expenditure which would be 
involved in the working of the 
measure. He begged to move. 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London), 
in seconding the Amendment, said he 
jailed to understand why the Govern- 
ment did not accept it. The Bill pro- 
vided that the chairman of the Land 
Court should receive a salary not  ex- 
ceeding £2,000 a year, and that each 
of the other members. should  re- 
ceive a salary not exceeding £1,000 a 
year. In the case of the Agricultural 
Commissioners the Bill mentioned no 
salary. If it was possible to fix the 
salary for the members of the Land Court, 
he failed to see why it should not be 
done also in the ease of the Agricultural 
Commissioners. The work of the Land 
Court would be far more important 
than that of the Agricultural Commis- 
sioners, and if £1,000 a year was sutti- 
cient for a member of that Court, why 
should it not be sufficient for a com- 
missioner 2? His hon. and learned friend 
had referred to speeches which were 
delivered some two years ago in 
Opposition by right hon. and_ hon. 
Gentlemen now on the Treasury Bench ; 
and he understood the Prime Minister to 
say in an interruption, “ Your Govern- 
ment did the same thing.” He was glad 
to hear that the example of the late 
Government was going to be followed by 
the present Government. If he could 
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believe that the Prime Minister was | 
going to follow the example of the late | 
Government he could prophesy for the | 
right hon. Gentleman an easy time, but | 
up to the present he had not done | 
that. He himself was in the House | 
during the debates on the Aliens Bill, 
and a question exactly similar to that | 
now before the House came up. He was 
very much struck by the arguments used 
then by hon. Gentlemen who now ocev- | 
pied placesinth: Government. Headmitted | 
that he voted with his Party, but he was | 
not quite sure that his Party were 
right on that occasion. He would point 
out that the circumstances were very 
different on the two occasions. The sum of 
money to be applied to the purposes of | 
this measure was very much larger than | 
the amount applied under the Aliens 
Act. It was to be devoted to matters 
involving a greater amount of detail, and | 
the administrative charges would, there- 
fore, be larger. A fortwri it was right 
that the Resolution should say what | 
sum of money should be spent on the 
salaries of the Agricultural Commis- 
sioners. He asked the Prime Minister 
whether he remembered the claims of 
his Party that the financial control of | 
‘the House of Commons should be re- | 
established. On that side of the House 
they were endeavouring to give the right 
hon. Gentleman an opportunity of ful- | 
filling his electoral pledges. They were 
asking for nothing unreasonable, but | 
only that the Secretary for Scotland | 
should tell the House what salaries he 
proposed to give to the gentlemen whom 
he appointed as Agricultural Com- 
missioners. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In Paragraph 2 (a), line 7, after the word | 
‘Commissioners,’ to insert the words ‘not | 
exceeding three thousand pounds.’” (Mr. | 
Rawlinson.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.’ | 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | 
(Mr. SINCLAIR, Forfarshire) said that 
this was the report of a Resolution | 
adopted by the Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday last. It was merely an 
enabling resolution to empower the Com- 
mittee upstairs to discuss the clauses 
relating to the amount of money to 
be spent on, and by, the Agricultural | 
Commissioners. The House did not part | 


Sir F. Banbury. 
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with its control over expenditure when 
the Resolution went upstairs. The Bill 
would have to pass through two stages in 
the House before it was sent up to 
another place. The salaries of the mem- 
bers of the Land Court, which was a 
judicial body, were put on the Consoli- 
dated Fund, and for that reason they 
were not in the same position as the 
salaries of the Agricultural Commissioners, 
who would be simply a department 
of the Civil Service, whose salaries 
would be fixed in consultation with the 
Treasury. Therefore, those salaries 
would come under the review of the 
House on the Estimates. In adopting 
that course the Government were simply 
following the course pursued by all 
Governments. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) understocd that the 
Amendment was in the direction of 
defining what was to be the general 
expenditure under the Bill. He had 
been much struck by the proposed 
financial arrangements. He did not be- 
lieve that the machinery of the Bill could 
be carried out at a less expense than 
£10,000 per annum, and that was to 
administer an expenditure of £100,000. 
He thought that that was extravagant in 
the highest degree and a bad precedent 
to set up. The salaries for the members 
of the Land Court were £2,000 for the 
chairman and £4,000 for the other 
members. But that was not all—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that the Amend- 
ment did not refer to the Land Court at 


all, but to the Agricultural Commis- 


sioners. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY - said 
that what he wanted to know was, what 


| were the actual salaries to,be paid to the 


Agricultural Commissioners. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that the right 
hon. Gentleman had not followed the 
Amendment moved by the hon. and 
learned Member for Cambridge Uni- 
versity. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lan 
arkshire, N.W.) thought that before the 
House passed the Resolution they should 
understand what the position really was. 
They were being asked to vote a certain 
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sum of money for the salaries of the three | 
gentlemen who were to constitute the | 
The Secre-| cultural Commissioners were to be. 


Agricultural Commission. 
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some estimate of the total cost of the 
Bill and what the salaries of the Agri- 
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Those 


tary for Scotland had said that these | Agricultural Commissioners were to be 


Commissioners were to 
civil servants, and 
Civil Service 


followed in regard to 


the right hon. Gentleman 
pointed out that these Commissioners 
were not ordinary civil servants; they | 
were to be appointed for an 


that the ordinary | 
procedure 
them. 3ut 


would be 


had not 
and so on. 


extra- | year. 


ordinary purpose—to administer what | 


was nothing short of a revolution in 
the land system of Scotland. 
the people of Scotland wanted was to 
obtain from the right hon. Gentleman | 256. 


Acland-Hood,Rt Hn.SirAlex. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N.) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain,Rt Hn.J.A(Worc.) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hn.J.( Birmingh’m) 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. ) 
Craig,Captain James (Down, E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John ; 
Barlow, JohnEmmott(Som’rs’t) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 
Bethell,SirJ.H(Essex,Romf’rd) 
Bethell, T.gR. (Essex, Maldon) 








What 


AYES. 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fell, Arthur 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. 8. 
Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 
Hervey,F. W. F( Bury 8S. Edm’ds) 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hon.Col. W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Dublin,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morpeth, Viscount 


NOES. 


Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Bottomley, Horatio 
Boulton, A. C. F. 
Bowerman, C. W. 

Branch, James 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J. F. L.(Lanes., Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns. Rt. Hon. John 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 


Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles | 


Byles, William Pollard 

Cam pbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough. William 


be ordinary | responsible for preparing and creating 
small holdings, to take over the powers 
and duties of the Congested Districts 
Board, to have some of the powers of 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, 


They could not expect 


any man to do those duties for £1,000 a 
He supported the Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 57 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 177.) 


Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington) 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Frederick Banbury and 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson. 


Coats,Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins,SirWm.J(S. Pancras, W.) 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C. H (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J.S. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crostield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 


| Dickinson, W.H (St. Pancras,N.) 
| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan,C. (Barrow-in-Furness) 


| Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
| Elibank, Master of, ; 
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Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gardner,Col. Alan (Hereford.S. ) 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gilhooly, James 

Ginnell, L. 

Gooch, George Peabody 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,R.L(Caithn’ss-sh. 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon.. 8.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Shar 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset.N. 
Howard, Hon. Geoftrey 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor( Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.( Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal. W.) 
Layland-Barrett, Francis 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras. F. ) 
Leese,Sir JosephF.( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire. Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 


Mr. RAWLINSON said 


ment he now proposed to move had 
reference to the expenses of the Land 


Court. That Court. as the 


aware, was dealt with in two clauses ; the 
first was concerned with the salaries of the 


{COMMONS} 


Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs) 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alport 

Mond, A. 

Mooney, J. J. 
Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Murray, James 
Myer, Horatio 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N(Doncast’r) 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell. C. J. (Walworth) 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Philipps. Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John( Norfolk. E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

tea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’) 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford ) 
Rees. J. D. 

Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n) 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee) 
Robertson. Sir G.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


the Amend 


House was 


(Seo!lun) [Suluries}. 
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Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdor 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Clevelan4} 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir C.E. (Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B. 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. 8. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Theodore ©. (Radcliffe 
Thomas.Sir A.(Glamorgan, E. 
Thompson, J.W.H (Somerset, 
Thorne, William 

Tillett, Louis John 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Verney, F. W. 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, Ss. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke-upon-Trent 
Ward,W. Dudley(Southampt’n 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason.John Cathcart (Orkne 
Waterlow. D.S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgewood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White. J. D. (Dumbartonshi 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halif: 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carmarth’ 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.!: 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras. 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


second clause had reference to the salaries 
and expenses of the other officials and the 
other expenses of the Land Court, and 
did not propose any limitation. The 
| Amendment he proposed placed upon 
| those expenses a limit of £6,000 a year. 


judges, amounting to £6,000a year. The |He had nothing vpon which to base 
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that estimate except the statements made 
by the Secretary for Scotland in regard 
to the cost of the Crofters Commission. 
If he was told that that was not the 
correct figure, as he had said in the case | 
of the last Amendment, he would be 
perfectly prepared to accept any reason- 
able sum. The Secretary for Scotland | 
seemed to indicate that the sum they | 
ought to keep in their minds was some | 
£4,590 or £5,000 as the extra cost of the 
Land Court, and for that reason he had 
tixed £6,000 in order to allow a small 
margin. The Government ought to 
have some sort of idea of the expendi- 
ture of the suggested Land Court, and 
the House ought not to give a_ blank 
cheyue to the right hon. Gentleman to 
create any number of Commissioners that 
he thought proper. 


Sir HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Ab -rdeen Universities), in seconding the 
Amendment, wished to point out | 
one or two considerations which should 
to guide them as to the ex-| 
penditure which should be incurred. 
He thought that the moment the Secre- 
tary for Scotland looked at the figures 
which he wished to bring forward he 
would see that his estimate of last Friday | 
was inadequate. The right hon. Gentle- | 
min mentioned the cost of the Crofters | 
Commission as a guide. That body | 
dealt with a very small portion 
f Scotland, and therefore with but 
a very small fragment of the question 
with which the Land Court would 
have to deal. The questions entrusted | 
ty the Crofters Commission did not call 
for such prolonged consideration as would | 
he necessary in regard to cases brought 
before the Land Court. What precedent 
could they get to guide them to some | 
extent as to the total cost of the Land 
Court? The Land Court in Scotland 
would do work in about the same area as 
the Land Commission in Ireland, and the 
latter cost £146,000 a year. Was there | 
any reason why they should distinguish | 
between the Scottish Land Court and the | 
Irish Commissioners and come to the | 
conclusion that what cost £146,600 a} 
ver in Ireland was to be carried out | 


serve 


tor £6,000 or £7,000 in Scotland 7} 
If there was any reason for doing | 


so, surely the right hon. Gentleman might 
stite it to the House. The expenditure 
now proposed was, in his judgment, 
totally inadequate. 


{27 May 1907} 


(Scotland) [Salaries]. . Fase 


| Amendment proposed 
| In paragraph 2 (a), line 10, at the eud, to 
| insert the words, ‘ Provided that the expense 
| in connection with the Land Court shall not 
exceed £6,000 in any one year, and,’” 
(Mr. Rawlinson.) 





(Juestion proposed, ‘“‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. SINCLAIR said he was sure 
that hon. Gentlemen opposite would 


not accuse him of any desire to withhold 
information in regard to any part of 
the Bill, but he earnestly hoped that 
when they reconsidered the very unpre- 
cedented proposition which they were 
making they would not insist on 
dividing the House upon it. The hon. 
Members who moved and seconded had 
alluded to an estimate which he was said 
to have made in debate ; but he had made 
no estimate whatever of the probable ex- 
p2mliture upon the Land Court, although 
he did montion in the course of debate 
what the Crofters Commission had cost 
annually, and added that an estimate 
founded upon that would be more likely 
to be correct than any founded on the 
expenditure of the Irish Land Commis- 
sion. At present, however, any estimate 
on the subject was likely to in- 
correct, because they had not defined the 
powers and duties of the body to be set 
up. It would therefore at thas stage 
be most improper to attempt to define 
the cost, and it would be a waste of 
the time of the House to endeavour to 
do so. It was impossible to define the 
cost of any system of administration 
until one had defined the way in which 


be 


that administration was to be carried 
out. All the expenses of the Land 
Court, except those placed upon the 


Consolidated Fund, would come on the 
Votes, and be submitted .annually to 
Parliament, and there would be the 
strictest financial control that the rules of 
Parliament allowed. He asked the House, 
therefore, to consider whether it was 
necessary to continue the discussion on 
this trivial point. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8.) 
said the right hon. Gentleman had 
referred to the fact that the Bill was to 
be considered upstairs, and had ex- 
pressed the opinion that the procedure 
adopted by his hon. friend in moving the 
Amendment was quite unusual. It was 

| not the procedure but the character of 
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the Bill that was unusual. The right] out that the supporters of the Govern. 


hon. Gentleman, when making that re- 
mark, had quite forgotten that the 
discussion upstairs would be a discussion 
of which neither those interested nor the 
public would have any record or know 
what was being done. With regard to 
the Bill itself, the right hon. Gentle- 
man had made_ statements’ which 
were simply amazing. He had said it 
was impossible to make any estimate, 
because until the Bill had been discussed 
upstairs the functions of the proposed 
body were undefined. Surely the Gov- 
ernment had arrived at some idea as to 
what the functions of that body would 
be, and in that case they must have some 
idea of what expense would be involved. 
The right hon. Gentleman objected 
to what he termed narrowing down 
the issues in this manner, but his hon. 
friend who moved the Amendment would 
adopt any reasonable suggestion the 
Government might make. As the matter 
at present stood, they were going to discuss 
the Bill in Committee without knowing 
anything of the Goyernment’s intentions 
with regard to it, and they would debate 
these questions under conditions which 
would not permit of those in the country 
who were interested—and they were 
many, and they were not all interested 
in the manner the Government thought 
they were—knowing what took place. 
That there was a very general interest in 
the question was shown by the ‘fact that, 
although he was not a Scottish Member, 
as a member of the Committee he had 
received numerous letters showing a very 
lively interest in the Bill. It was simply 
amazing that the Government should 
come forward with revolutionary _ pro- 

sals of this kinc, and then say they 
could not form any estimate of what 
the cost would be. It would only add 
enormously to the difficywties under which 
they were to discuss the Bill in Com- 
mittee upstairs, and he did not think the 
Government were taking the right steps 
to facilitate the passage of their Bill. 


Sir F. BANBURY said the Secre- 
tary for Scotland in his reply to the 
Amendment had said, first, that the 
expense would be discussed in Com- 
mittee of Supply, and, secondly, that 
it was quite unusual for a Member of 
the House to move an Amendment of 
the kind now proposed. With regard 
to the latter statement, he might point 


Mr. Walter Long. 





ment in 1904 made an exactly similar 
proposal, as the President of the 
Board of Trade moved to add the 
words “in any one year not to 
exceed £5,000 ;” whilst in 1905 the hon. 
Member for Halifax moved a precisely siti- 
lar Amendment. With regard to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s first answer, he might 
say that there would be no Committee of 
Supply until May or June, 1908, and in 
the meantime the Government were ask- 
ing the House to vote money for an 
expenditure as to the extent of which 
they had no idea. He believed he was 
right in saying that unless that Resolution 
was passed no money could be spent 
under the Bill. If by its being discussed 
upstairs the right hon. Gentleman meant 
that he was going to inform the Com- 
mittee what money was to be spent, 
why could he not inform the House now 
If the right hon. Gentleman knew what 
was going to be spent, there was no 
reason for his silence. The real truth was 
that the right hon. Gentleman could not 
accept the Amendment because he had 
not the vaguest idea of what amount 
he was going to spend. 


*Mr. YOUNGER (Ayr Burghs) ex- 
pressed the opinion that the right hon. 
Gentleman was himself largely respon- 
sible for the Amendment, because he hail 
intimated that the expenditure upon the 
Land Court would be analogous to the 
expenditure on the administration of the 
Crofters Commission. Anything more 
ludicrous it was impossible to conceive. 
The expenditure of the Crofters Com- 
mission in its earlier years varied be- 
tween £8,800 and £9,900 a year, and 
the variety and complexity of the duties 
the Land Court would have to perform 
were not comparable to the comparatively 
restricted work of the Crofters Com- 
mission. It almost convinced him 
that those behind this Bill knew very 
little about the subject. A short time 
ago they were told at Edinburgh that the 
Government had most carefully con- 
sidered every detail connected with the 
Sill. If that was the case it was 
surely possible for the right hon. Gentle- 
man, without binding himself to any 
specific estimate, to give the House some 
idea of what he thought would be the 
cost of carrying out the Bill. The bon, 
Member for Leith Burghs put it at 
£20,000 a year, but they did not know 
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if that was so, and he himself would put 
it at a higher figure. The present was 
the only opportunity they would have of 
showing the people of Scotland that they 
would have to pay for something they 
did not want. He would vote for the 
Amendment as a protest against the 
failure to give the information asked for. 





Mr. J. F. MASON (Windsor) said the 
expense of the machinery of the Bill 
seemed to him to be out of all proportion 
to the work to be performed. Ap- 
parently the machinery was going to 
cost 20 per cent of the whole of the money | 
expended. The amount of money to be 
expended was sufficient to set up about 
100 small holders a year, and the work 
involved in that was so small that the 
cost of administration seemed to be out | 
of all proportion. The whole sum at the 
disposal of the Commissioners was so 
small as practically to make the Bill, if it 
passed, inoperative. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman had said that there were now about 
38,000 crofters who came under the 
Crofters Acts, and at the rate of 100 
small holdings a year they might hope, 
with luck, to double the number of small 
holders in Scotland in 285 years. Under 
these circumstances he could not help 
thinking that the Government were 
offering to the people of Scotland a 
phantom and nothing more. He should, 
therefore, vote for the Amendment. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON said the 
right hon. Gentleman had already given 
one estimate, for he had pointed out that 
the £20,000 suggested by the hon. 
Member for the Leith Burghs was too 
much, and that in his opinion the estimate 
of £5,000 based upon the expenditure 
of the Crofters Commission was nearer 
themark. Had the right hon. Gentleman 
considered that the expenditure on the 
Land Court would range between the 
wide margin of £5,000 to £20,000? 
In arriving at the estimate of about 
£5,000, did the right hon. Gentleman 
include the work done by the Land Court 
in fixing the compensation to be paid, 
according to the statement of the Prime 
Minister, where the landlords incurred a 
loss? In the second place, was the cost 
included of fixing fair rents for crofters 
and small holders who were not in the 
original Bill, and to whose case, he | 
understood, the right hon. Gentleman | 


{27 May 1907} 


| should 
| framing the estimate of the cost of the 


| hon. Gentleman 
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was going to give favourable considera- 
tion ? 


(Scotlund) [Salaries]. 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) said 
he would call attention to an answer 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
given. He had pointed out to him the 
other day the cost of a similar Land 
Commission set up in Ireland in 1881 
—a Commission very similar to the 
Crofters Commission under the Crofters 
Act of 1886, except that the power of 
free sale was included. He had pointed 


| out to the right hon. Gentleman that the 


cost of the Land Commission in Ireland 
in 1883 rose as high as £92,000, and 
he had asked him what particular items 
be cut off from that cost in 


Land Court under this Bill. The right 
hon. Gentleman had replied that in his 
view that sum of £92,000 could not be 
reached by the proposed Land Court. 
He had thereupon reminded the Secre- 
tary for Scotland that if the cost were 
halved it would be £46,000, or, it 
quartered, about £22,000. The right 
had stated that the 
annual expenditure of the Crofters 
Commission was about £5,000, and 
that that would probably be about the 
expenditure of the Land Court. Had 
the right hon. Gentleman considered what 
the Crofters Commission had cost? It 
had been in operation for some years, 
and it was only during recent years 
that the annual expenditure had been 
about £5,000. In 1889-90 the cost of 
the Crofters Commission rose to nearly 
£10,000 a year. There were some 28,000 
crofters holdings in Scotland, of which 
15,000 had had their rents fixed. It was 
not merely crofters holdings but small 
holdings with which the present Bill 
would deal. There were 62,000 small 
holdings in Scotland paying a rent 
of under £50 a year, and he submitted 
thet the figures under the Crofters 
Act would be doubled, especially when 
they remembered that in fixing 15,000 
rents the expenditure had risen to 
£10,000 a year. He submitted that the 
right hon. Gentleman was not treating 
the House with that confidence which 
ought to be reposed in it. Why could 
he not give a clear estimate? Either 
he did net know or he would not 
say. Had not the right bon. Gentleman 
had a consultation on the documents 
which had passed between bim and the 
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‘Chancellor of the Exchequer, in order to 
form some kind of estimate as to what 
was to be the cost of the Land Court ? 
That was the only opportunity they 
‘had of discussing the financial ques- 
tion. It had been said that they 
could discuss it in Committee upstairs, 
but the Chairman of the Committee 
might very naturally say that they 
should have discussed it downstairs on 
the financial Resolution and rule them 
out of order. Therefore, he urged that 
now was the time for the right hon. 
Gentleman to give them an estimate. 
It was not only Members for Scottish 
constituencies who were _ interested, 
but also Members who represented 
English constituencies, who had a right 
to know to what they were com- 
mitting themselves. They at anv 
rate would get no benefit from the 
expenditure; indeed, they were in a 
better position, because there would not 
be that detriment to agriculture in Eng- 
land which would be experienced in Scot- 
land if this Bill were passed. Could not 
the right hon. Gentleman. now, even at 
the last moment, take the House more 
into his confidence, and give them a 
statement less vague and unintelligible 
than that which he had put before them 
on Friday ? 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY said 
he had hesitated to rise, in the hope 
that they would receive an answer 
from the right hon. Gentleman. The 
Members of that House would not 
all be on the Committee upstairs, and 
they desired to know what would be the 
amount of expenditure under the pro- 
visions of the Bill. They had already 
heard that the Land Court was to cost 
£6,000 for the remuneration of its 
chairman and four members; but did 
the House understand that the Land 
Court was to have power, with the 
sanction of the Secretary for Scotland, 
to appoint assessors, surveyors, land 
agents, valuers, principal clerks, clerks, 
messengers and other officers? He did 
not know on what scale the salaries of 
those officials were to be paid, but common 
sense told them that they would 
be fairly high ; and when they added the 
amount of those salaries to the £6,000 
for the Commissioners, the sum would bea 
very large percentage of the total amount 
provided under the Bill. The right hon. 
‘Gentleman had made an almost piteous 


Mr. Cochrane. 


{COMMONS} 


(Scotland) [Salaries]. 1356 
appeal to them to leave these matters to 
be discussed until they saw what was 
put upon the Votes; but by far the 
better way would be for the right hon. 
Gentleman to take a maximum sum— 
after consultation with those who advised 
him—and put that upon the Vote. If 
it was found not to be sufficient, they 
would not be hard upon him when the 
discussion came on in Committee of 
Supply ; they would be perfectly ready 
to understand that the cost of assessors, 
surveyors, valuers, principal clerks, and 
messengers was larger than had _ been 
expected, and that, therefore, the estimate 
required to be enlarged. That would be 
a fair way of treating the House. Would 
any hon. Gentleman dealing privately 
with an estate, and entering upon negotia- 
tions of this character, be content to 
leave the question of cost open in the 
manner here proposed ? If assessors, sur- 
veyors, and valueis were to be appointed, 
any hon. Member of the House acting 
privately would form, at all events, a 
rough estimate of what he was going to 


pay. Why should not the Government 
follow the same course? Instead of 
that, however, the House were met 


with a blank refusal, and told that they 
must wait and then pay. It seemed to 
him that there was very little interest 
taken in the Bill in Scotland, except 
among a number of people who hoped 
to be assessors, valuers, surveyors, or 
clerks, and he would like to see the 
expenditure on that class limited. He 
desired to see a fair and reasonable 
maximum put down. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestershire, E.) said there were 
two questions of great importance raised 
by the Amendment before the House. 
One was whether any limit should be 
put on the expenditure to be incurred 
under the Bill. The second was whether 
the limit proposed by his hon. and learned 
friend was a satisfactory one as regarded 
the particular portion of the Bill to 
which he had allocated it. He regretted 
that owing, he presumed, to public 
business, it had not been possible for 
either the Prime Minister or the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to be present 
during any part of the discussion. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was in an 
especial sense the guardian of the public 
purse, and the right hon. Gentleman 
was, also in an especial sense, the 
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father, godfather, and sponsor of the 
new Rules of procedure. The House 
would observe the way in which the 
new procedure Rule was being worked. 
He took a good deal of interest in the 
discussion on that Rule, and did his 
best to ascertain the reason which lay 
behind its adoption by the Government. 
Inthat discussion the Government asserted 


{27 May 1907} 


| 


that they attached great importance to | 


the financial regulations, which , 
said would preserve the control of the 
House over financial matters even in the 


they | 


ease of Bills which were sent upstairs. | 


His hon. friends had 


asked for some | 


| 


reasonable estimate of the expenditure | 


involved by the measure to 


which | 


the Resolution under discussion referred, | 


Seotland 
that he 


and the Secretary for 
informed the House 
unable to give any estimate 
he did not know what the Com- 
mittee upstairs would do. Where did 
the control of the House } 


was 


come in? 
Under those circumstances what a farce 


was that discussion of the 


had | 


because | 


Resolution. | 


What became of the alleged safeguard | 
against extravagance or malversation of | 


public money ! Already, almost in the 
case of their first Bill, the Government 
were deliberately breaking down the 
practice which they advocated 
defended when they induced the House 
to pass the new procedure Rules. The 
Government were deliberately refus- 
ing the information without which 


and | 


the discussion of the Resolution must be | 
futile, and they were doing so on the plea | 


that the new Committee upstairs put it 
out of their power to give any estimate. 
They had a right to know from the Secre- 
tary for Scotland or the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer what was the Government’s | 


estimate of the cost of working the Bill 
as it stood. There must be such an 
estimate in existence, because the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer and the Treasury 
would not have concurred in the Bill 
without having an estimate before them. 
Would the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
give to the House the estimate given 
to him by the Scottish Office, and if not, 
would he defend his refusal ? 
his hon. friends had referred to the 
discussion on the Aliens Bill in 1905, 
when a similar Amendment was moved. 
It was true that the late Government 
refused to accept that Motion which 
proposed to limit the expenditure 
under the Act to £10,000, but they 
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did give an estimate of what the 
cost of the working of the Act was 
likely to be. In spite of that the 
Opposition pressed their Amendment 
to define and limit the sum mentioned 


in the Resolution, and conspicuous 
amongst those who voted for that 


Amendment were the Prime Minister, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
the Secretary for Scotland. If the 
Government had no regard to the 
appeal of the Opposition, or to what they 
themselves had stated on the procedure 
Resolution, they might have some regard 
for consistency in regard to their votes. 


Mr. ASQUITH said the right hon. 
Gentleman had made some reference to 
his absence from the debate. He was 
inclined to think that he had attended 
more of the debates than the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Worces- 
tershire himself. He had never in the 
whole of his Parliamentary experience 
heard so much made of such a very small 
matter. What was the Amendment ? 
The Resolution did not refer to the 
general expenses under the Bill or the 
expenses of the Land Commission. It 
did not refer to the salaries of the Land 
Commissioners or the Agricultural Com- 
missioners, but simply to the subordinate 


officials of the Land Court. To say 
that a great constitutional question 


was involved because they were not pre- 
pared to say how many hundreds of 
pounds they were likely to spend upon 
subordinate officials was absurd. He was 
not ashamed to admit that he was not in 
a position to say what those expenses 
would be. All the Resolution did was 
to empower the Committee upstairs 
to allow such expenses. Never in the 
experience of the House had any 
such Amendment as that before the 
House been adopted to any financial 
Resolution. He challenged the ex- 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to produce 
one single instance in which a limiting 
Amendment of the kind had been allowecl 
to control the discretion of a Committee 
upstairs and ultimately the House to 
assign to a body of the kind here proposed 
an adequate staff. He was still more 
surprised when he heard the right hon. 
Gentleman quote as a precedent the 
Aliens Bill. It was true the Opposition 
of that day voted in favour of an Amend- 
ment, but they also voted to negative the 
Resolution, because they believed that the 
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policy of the whole Bill was bad. On that 
occasion the right hon. Member for Dundee 
pressed for an estimate of the cost and 
the number of additional officers who 
would be required in London to look after 
the importation of these aliens, but the 
late Home Secretary replied that it was 
quite impossible to give any detailed 
estimate of the expenditure until the Bill 
had passed through Committee and had 
assumed its final shape, and until they 
knew what they would have to provide 
for. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


they had asked for an estimate, and 


he would be perfectly satisfied if 
the right hon. Gentleman gave the 


Heuse that information, and he would 
not press for the details. He intended 
to vote for the Amendment if they 
got no estimate. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had omitted to inform 
the House that in the debate on the 
Aliens Bill the late Home Secretary gave 
the kind of estimate for which the 
Opposition were now asking. 


Mr. ASQUITH: No, he did not give 
such an estimate at all. 


Captain CRAIG (Down, E.) said they 
were all very anxious to see small holders 
prosperous, and therefore they ought to 
take care that their proportion of the 
expense of the working of the Act 
would not make the measure a delusion 
and a fraud. They had had experience 
of a similar nature on other Boards, 
and if £20,000 was going to the 
Crofters Commission it seemed to him 
that they should take some step to see 
that the whole of the balance was not 
swallowed up by judges and assessors 
and so on. He thought the Labourers 
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Act in Ireland was a very fair parallel, 
and in that instance, from the very 
beginning, the expenses of carrying out 
the Act had been out of all proportion 
to the benefit that had accrued to the 
labourers. He hoped that under this 
Bill they would not fall into the same 
mistakes as they had done in Ireland. 
Over and over again it had been urged 
that something should be done to limit the 
expenses connected with small holdings, 
Here they were erecting costly machinery, 
and those in charge of the Bill could give 
no estimate whatever of what the cost 
would be. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer should give an assurance that a 
certain proportion of the money voted 
each year would go to the actual working 
of the Act, and that the money would 
not be swallowed up by excessive salaries, 
which, in the case of Ireland, had been 
intolerably unjust for years past. The 
experience of hon. Members from Ireland 
was much larger in this matter than that 
of the Secretary for Scotland, and if the 
right hon. Gentleman would only com- 
municate with the officials of the Irish 
Oftice—not the newly imported officials, 
but those who had been at work there for 
some time—he would be able to take a 
reasonable view of the Bill. The position 
of the right hon. Gentleman would be 
much stronger in the Committee upstairs 
if he could show that the Government 
were most anxious that the expenses in 
connection with the officials should not 
be excessive and that the class they 
desired to help by small holdings should 


concerned in benefit to the greatest 
possible extent. 

Question put. 

The House divided: Ayes, 79 ; Noes, 


274. (Division List No. 178). 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,RtHn.SirAlex F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 
sAubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hon SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHn.A.J.(City Lond.) | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N.) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 


Mr. Asquith, 


Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Bull, Sir William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
| Cavendish,Rt.Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain,RtHn.J.A (Wore. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hn.J.(Birmingh’m) 
| ( ‘ourthope, G. Loyd 
| Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim, S. 


| Craig,CaptainJames(Down, E.) 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
| Fell, Arthur 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. S. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks,“East) 
Hardy, Laurence ( Kent, Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley, H.;B. 
| Hay, Hon. Clé aude George 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’d 
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Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King,Sir Henry Seymour (Hull) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants.,Fareham 
Lockwood, Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
‘Long, Col. CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt.Hon HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Saker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
3alfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 


Barlow,John Emmott(Somers’t | 


Barlow, ‘Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,SirJ. H.( Essex, Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon 
Billson, Afred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C, W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

sranch, James 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J.F. L. (Lancs., Leigh) 
sryce, J. Annan 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘arr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 


‘heetham, John Frederick 
herry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
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‘hanning, Sir Francis Allston | 


“hurchill, Rt. Hon. Winston 8. | 


Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
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M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F’, (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nield, Herbert 

Percy, Earl 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson, John Frederick Peel 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 


N¢( JES, 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C H (Sussex,EGrinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 
Cowan, W. H. 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 
Crosfield, A. H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 4 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras, N 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 
Evans, Samuel T. 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 


| Fowler, Rt. Hon Sir Henry 


Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gardner,Col. Alan (Hereford, S, 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gilhooly, James 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,R. L(Caithn’ss-sh. 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 


| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Henderson,J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 
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Stanley,Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell- (Lanark ) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 


Younger and Sir Henry 
Craik. 


Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon.,S.) 


| |Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 


|Higham, John Sharp 

‘Hobart, Sir Robert 
‘Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Howard, John Geotfrey 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, &. 
Leese,Sir Joseph F(Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J: ( Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk Bg’hs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Mae Veigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 
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Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 


Small Landholders 


{COMMONS} 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) | 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) | 
Robertson,Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee) | 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradf’rd 
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Thorne,. William 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 





Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN( Doncaster 
Nolan, Joseph 
‘Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O’Mara, James 


Robinson, 8. 
Rogers, F. E. 


Rowlands, J. 
Rutherford, \ 


Schwann, C 
Schwann, SirC. 
Sears, J. E. » 

Seaverns, 
Seely, 


Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Newman 
Rose, Charles Day 


Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland 
hay an (Hyde) 


J. H. 
Major J. B. 


Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward,John(Stoke upon Trent) 
Ward,W. Dudley (Southampt’n 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Howard 


H. (Brentford) 


E.(Manchester) | 


Parker, James (Halifax) Shackleton, David James Whitbread, 
Partington, Oswald Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B. | White, George (Norfolk) 
Paul, Herbert Sherwell, Arthur James White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 


Shipman, Dr. 
Sinclair, Rt. 
Spicer, Sir 
Stanger, H. Y. 


Pearce, Robert (Staffs, Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps,J. Wynford (Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk,E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 


Stewart 


Strachey, 


Stewart-Smith, 


John G. 
Hon. John 
Albert 


Steadman, W. C. 
. Halley (Greenock) 
D. (Kendal) 
Sir Edward 

Straus, B.S. ere 


Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, P. W. Pancras, 8S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


(St. 


End) 


Rea, Russell (Gloucester) Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 

Res i, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ Sutherland, J. E. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) | Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe)| TreLteERS FoR THE Nors— 
Rees, J. D. Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Mr. RAWLINSON moved to insert 
in paragraph 2 (a), line 10, the words, 
“‘ Provided that the expenses in connec- 
tion with the Agricultural Commissioners 
shall not exceed £ £5,000.” 


but he would assume that it would be 
only £65,000 a year. Under the Amend- 
ment he had allowed £: 20,000 for working 
expenses, and he submitted that 
would be an ample margin to allow for 
the purpose. ( 
the Chancellor of the 
stood the previous Amendment. 
2 question not merely of the 


Exchequer under- 


of the subordinate officials, but of the | 


whole of the salaries to be paid under the 
powers given by the Bill. In reply to 
the right hon. Gentleman’s suggestion 
that it was an unusual course to move 


such an Amendment, he would point out | 


that that was the only way of raising effec- 
tively a discussion on the financial clauses. 
‘There were precedents in 1904 and 1905. 
In the discussion on the 


| Expenses] Resolution on 8th June, 1904, | 
| of the Land Court, but with the general 
| expenses 


the hon. Member for Halifax 
** objected to the Resolution being passed with- 


out some explanation. The Committee had a 


Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompson,J.W. 


The expendi- | 
ture under the Bill might be £85,000, | c - : 
> ’ | happened in recent years the Committee could 


| control had become quite 


that 


He was doubtful whether | 


It was | 
salaries | 


Pease. 


H (Somerset, E 


blank cheque presented to them which they 
were to sign without the least indication of 
the expense that would attend the working 
of the Aliens Bill. A good deal depended 
upon the cost of working the measure. There 
ought to be an estimate of the number of 
officials to be appointed. After what had 
put no faith in Treasury supervision. Treasury 
a myth in latter 


days.” 


*\Mr. SPEAKER said that the hon. and 


learned Member was going over the 
whole ground again and _ repeating 


exactly the same arguments. The only 


thing permissible to the hon. and 
learned Member was to show in what 


| respect the Amendment he now proposed 


to move differed from the last. 


Mr. RAWLINSON said he bowed to 
Mr. Speaker’s ruling ; but was sorry that 
he had not the opportunity of reading 


on the last Amendment the extract 
| which he now quoted. They were 
Aliens Bill | dealing on this particular Amendment, 


not with the salaries of the members 


of the Agricultural Commis- 


sioners ; and the same arguments which 
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he laid before the House in regard to the 
Land Court applied with redoubled force 
in regard to the general expenses of the 


Agricultural Commissioners. The power 
of expenditure by the Agricultural 
Commissioners ought to be limited 


most carefully, because their operations 
covered a wider field. He submitted 
that there was nothing in the circum- 
stances to justify them in delegating the 
powers of the House to the Commissioners 
or in trusting to the control of the 


Treasury. He begged to move. 
Sir F. BANBURY seconded the 


Amendment. Noargument hadcome from 
the Front Treasury Bench against the 
Amendment, and the Opposition were 
only doing their duty in pressing it. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had said 
that the last Amendment dealt only with 
the salaries of a few clerks; but this 
Amendment dealt with all the expenses 
connected with the Agricultural Commis- 
sioners, and they were entitled to ask 
that a sum should be named in the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In paragraph 2 (a), line 10, at the end, to 
insert the words ‘ Provided that the expenses 





AYE 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | Brodie, H. C. 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt.Hon HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A, Cecil 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,SirJ.H (Essex,Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 


3ryce, J. Annan 


Burns, Rt. Hon. 


Cairns, Thomas 


Cheetham, John 


Clarke, C. 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 
Coats,SirT. Glen 


Cox, Harold 


Crooks, William 
Crosfield, A. H. 
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Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 


Burke, E. Haviland- 


Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. 
Churchill, Rt. Hon. Winston 8, 
Goddard (Peckham) 


Cobbold, Felix T 
Collins,SirW m.J. 
Corbett,C. H(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 


Cremer, William Randal 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
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in connection with the Agricultural Com- 
missioners shall not exceed tive thousand 
pounds.’”—(Mr. Rawlinson.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. SINCLAIR said that the Amend- 
ment proposed to limit the expenditure 
of the Agricultural Commission. But 
the Agricultural Commission would be 
simply a Department of the Civil 
Service; and it was quite unusual to 
put any sum in such a Resolution as was 
now before the House limiting the expendi- 
ture of anadministrative Department. He 
repeated that Parliament retained the 
whole control over that expenditure 
through the Estimates. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) 
rose in his place and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 

The 273; 
Noes, 80. 


House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No, 179.) 


S. 


Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gardner,Col. Alan (Hereford,S. 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gilhooly, James 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
S. Glover, Thomas 
Grant, Corrie 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 


John 


Frederick 
R. R. 


(Renfrew, W.) 
hornley 
(S. Pancras,W 
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Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harmsworth,R.L (Caithn’ss-sh. 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M.(Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8S.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, Sir James Aflred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones.SirD. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Lea.Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W.H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy. Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Llovd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald. J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J. M.( Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E. ) 
M’Callum, John M. 

M’Crae, George 

M’Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M’Micking, Major G. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. | 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hon SirH. | 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,RtHn.A.J.(City Lond. ) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
BarrietH.}T. (Londonderry.N.) | 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 


| 


Small Landholders 


{COMMONS} 


Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Lleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.( Doncaster 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, RobertJohn (Norfolk, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Xea, Russell (Gloucester) 

tea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) | 
tees, J. D. 

Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

ickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Linclon) 
toberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 
Robertson,SirG.Scott (Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Lobinson, 8. 

Lobson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

tose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) | 














NOES. 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A(Wore. 
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Schwann,Sir C.E. (Manchester) 
Sears. J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.} 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. } 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
Thorne, William 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Ward. W. Dudley(Southampto 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkne\ 
Waterlow, D. 8. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk; 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire} 
Whitehead, Rowland #¥ 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carmarthn 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.j 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M’Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. 


Pease. 


Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings,Rt.Hn.J. (Birmingh’m 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim.s.) 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred, Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W 
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Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Wenry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hon.Col W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King,Sir HenrySeymour (Hull) 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 





Question put accordingly, 
words be there inserted.” 


Acland-Hood,Rt Hn.SirAlex. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hon.SirH. | 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt Hn. A.J.(CityLond. ) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.(Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir FrederickGeorge 
Barrie,H.T.(Londonderry, N.) 
Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Campbell, Rt.Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson,Rt. Hon.SirEdw. H. 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, LordR.( Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A( Wore. 
Coates, E. Feetham( Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hn.J.( Birmingham 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,CharlesCurtis (Antrim,S.) 
Craig,CaptainJames(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 








Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

saker,Sir John (Portsmouth) 
daker,Joseph A.(Finsbury,E. ) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey(Isleot Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
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Lee, ArthurH.(Hants. Fareham 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Dublin,S 
Londsale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M’Iver,Sir Lewis(Edinburgh,W 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nield, Herbert 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Percy, Ear] 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


“That those | 
1 275. 


AYES. 


Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber,Capt.W.V.(Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd 
Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill,Sir Clement(Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col.W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
King,SirHenrySeymour(Hull) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar( Dulwich) 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants., Fareham 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter( Dublin,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh,W. 


NOKFS. 


Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, HilaireJoseph Peter R. 
Benn,W.(T’w rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram. Julius 
Bethell,SirJ.H(Essex,Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. E.(Essex,Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W, 

Boland, John 


(Scotland) [Salaries]. 
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Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sheffield,SirBerkeleyGeorge D. 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton) 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 


7 al 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 83; Noes, 
(Division List No. 180.) 


Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nield, Herbert 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Percy, Earl 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson,JohnFrederickPeel 
Remnant, James Farquaharson 
Rothschild, Hon. LionelWalter 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sheftield,Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Smith, F. E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 


Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Major 


Major Anstruther-Gray and 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson. 


Boulton, A. C. F. 

3owerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

3ranch, James 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lances., Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
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Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Rt. Hon. Winston 8. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 
Coats,SirT.Glen( Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan] 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan,C. (Barrow-in-Furness) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gardner,Co.1lAlan-Hereford,S. ) 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gilhooly, James 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,R. L.(Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J. M. (Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor(Mon.,S.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 
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Hobhouse, Charles E. H. } 
Holden, E. Hopkinson | 
Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset, N. 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Perey H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) | 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lea, HughCecil(St. Pancras, E. ) 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,.J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal,F.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George | 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r | 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 
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Paul, Herbert 


| Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 


Pearce, William (Limehouse) 


| Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
| Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Price, C.E.(Edinb’gh,Central) 

Price, RobertJohn( Norfolk, E.) 

Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


| Rees, J. D. 


Richards,T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H.(Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts,John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson,Rt.Hn.E. (Dundee) 
2 obertson,SirG.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 


| Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


Rogers, F. E. Newman 


| Rose, Charles Day 


Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel,Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Schwann, C, Duncan (Hyde) 


| Schwann,SirC. E.( Manchester) 


Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick,B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
! Spicer, Sir Albert 


Stanger, H. Y. 
Steadman, W. C. 


| Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 


Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 


| Sutherland, J. E. 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


| Thomas.SirA.(Glamorgan,E.) 


Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr) 
Thompson, J. W.H.(Somerset,E, 
Thorne, William 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Verney, F. W. 
| Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 


Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds,S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Ward, W. Dudley (Southampton 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart( Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
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Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN |! 
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Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarthon 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St.Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


(Scotland) [Salaries]. 
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Winfrey, R. 
Wood, T. M’Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mcr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease, 


Main Question put accordingly, ‘That 


claimed “That the main Question be | this House doth agree with the Committee 
' in the said Resolution.” 


now put.” 


The House 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn, W.(T’w’rH’mlets, S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 


Bertram, Julius 


divided :—Ayes, 


275; Noes, 84. 


AYES. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Grinstd 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 
Cowan, W. H. 
Cox, Harold 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 
Crosfield, A. H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Bethell,SirJ.H.(Essex,Romf’rd | 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 


Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J. F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Rt. Hon. Winston 8. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Pechkam) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Coats, Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 


Dobson, Thomas W, 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 


Essex, R. W. 
Evans, Samuel T. 


| Everett, R. Lacey 
| Fenwick, Charles 
| Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gardner, Col. Alan( Hereford,S.) 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,R.L. (Caithn’ss-:h 
Hart- Davies, T. 


| Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
| Haworth, Arthur A. 
| Hazel, Dr. A. E. 


Hazelton, Richard 
Hedges, A. Paget 
Helme, Norval Watson 
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Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon. S.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor(Swansea) 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Lea,HughCecil(St. Pancras,E.) 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs) 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Marks, G.Croydon(Launceston) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 
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Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alport 

Mond, A. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs, Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps,J. Wynford(Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robt. John (Norfolk, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rees, J. D. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(City Lond. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barrie, H.T.(Londonderry, N.) 
Beach,Hn. MichaelHughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, Rt.Hn.VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Wore 


Coates, E.Feetham(Lewisham) 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


Colligs, Rt.Hn.J.(Birmingham | 


Courthope, G. Loyd 


Craig, Chas, Curtis (Antrim, 8S.) | 


Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 
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Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mptn { Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 


Richardson, A. 

rH, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 
Robertson,SirG.Scott(Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 


| Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
| Rogers, F. E. Newman 


Rose, Charles Day 


| Rowlands, J. 


Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Sir C.E. (Manchester) 


| Sears, J. E. 
| Seaverns, J. H. 


Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David'James 


| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. ) 
| Sherwell, Arthur James 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 


| Spicer, Sir Albert 


Stanger, H. Y. 


| Steadman, W. C. 
| Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
| Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 


Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. 8. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sutherland, J. E. 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | 


Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 


NOES. 


Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon , 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, H.B. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hn.Col.W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, SirHenrySeymour(Hull) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh,W. 








Thompson,J W.H.(Somerset,E. 
Thorne, William 

Tillett, Louis John 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walters, John Tudor 


| Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Ward, W. Dudley(Southampton 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, JohnCathcart( Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 


| Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nield, Herbert 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson, John FrederickPeel 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sheffield, Sir: BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool,Walton) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark 
Thornton, Percy M.§ 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 


Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 
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1377 Small Holdings 
SMALI. HOLDINGS AND ALLOTMENTS. 


*THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 
Rossendale), in asking leave to introduce 
a Bill to amend the law relating to 
small holdings and allotments, said: 
Last year I received my baptism of fire— 
a kindly fire, I admit—in the introduc- 
tion and conduct of a small but, as it 
subsequently appeared, highly con- 
tentious measure. I trust that on this 
occasion I shall be more fortunate, be- 
cause the Bill which I ask the leave of 
the House to introduce is one from 
which I cannot think there will be any 
serious dissent. As to the main object 
and intention of the Bill, and even as to 
the method and machinery adopted, I 
hope there will be no acute differences ; 
or that, if they do arise, they will not 
develop along the ordinary lines of Party 
cleavage. The Bill is mainly an exten- 
sion, cheapening, and acceleration of the 
machinery for providing small holdings 
and allotments in England and Wales. It 
is drafted in the form of an Amendment 
toour existing law. I am quite aware 
that legislation by amendment and 
reference is not the most convenient 
method tor those who have to consult 
and administer the law, but it is a 
method which, by common consent, every 
Government has been driven to adopt in 
recent years, and it is a method which 
has a supporter and defender in the 
Leader of the Opposition on grounds of 
convenience, though not, perhaps, on 
grounds of style. But when this Bill 
passes into law, I see no reason why it 
should not be immediately followed by a 
codifying Bill which will gather up all 
the remnants of past legislation on this 
subject, and set them out inas intelligible 
aform as an Act of Parliament can ever 
assume to the lay mind. The considera- 
tion of the principle of the Bill, as illus- 
trated by its method, is rightly deferred 
till the Second Reading stage, and all that 
is required on introduction is such a 
sketch of the intention and the machinery 
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as will assure the House that they may 
safely consider it at a later stage. I will 
give that sketch in the simplest terms, 
shorn of all legal and technical phrase- 
dlogy, which will convey an intelligible 
impression of the measure as a whole. I 
recollect that in regard to many measures | 
which I have heard introduced into this 
House the mover has sometimes thought | 
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it necessary, as a preliminary, to estab-- 
lish the argumentative necessity for his 
proposals. I hardly think that such a 
course can be necessary on this occasion 
and on this subject. The provision of 
small holdings and allotments has been 
for many years an aspiration common to 
both Parties in the State, and on that 
ground there ought to be no political 
differences between us, unless it is a 
happy rivalry between these Benches and 
those as to who can contribute most to 
the success of the matter. Neither is it 
necessary for me to discuss the reason for 
the partial failure of former Bills on this 
subject. Some will think that it is due 
to absence of demand for the land. Others 
will think that the failure has arisen 
from the timidity and insufficiency of the 
proposals hitherto put forward. But 
neither of those parties would say that 
the object at which we aim is undesir- 
able ; and therefore we may set out with 


that amount of initial and valuable 
unanimity. That there has been a grave 


depopulation of our country districts no 
one will for a moment attempt to deny. 
Again, there may be differences as to the 
causes of that depopulation. Whether 
the music hall and the evening paper 
have been the magnet of the towns, or 
whether the lack of opportunity for ad- 
vancement and independence has been 
the expulsive force from the villages, I 
will not now discuss, and perhaps I am 
not qualified to determine. But that 
depopulation has been bad for the country 
and that over-population has been bad 
for the towns no one will attempt to 
dispute. The physical degeneration 
which accompanies and which, in my 
opinion, is caused by urban poverty is 
too sadly patent to us not only in the 
pages of Blue-books, but in every ex- 
perience of our daily life. If this or any 
other measure can stay the townward 
stream of humanity, it is worth trying at 
any cost. I am not so sanguine myself 
as to believe that Parliamentary interfer- 
ence will turn back to the villages any 
great proportion of those who have 
tasted or acquired a taste for the 
excitements of the towns. But if we 
can fix upon the land those who are 
now living on it or near it, and if 
we can provide an opening, a career, 
for those about to be born on the land, 
we can have no cause to regret any 
labour devoted to such anend. In fram- 
ing this Bill we derived great guidance 
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and advantage from the Report of the 
Committee of 1905, which is known as 
Lord Onslow’s Committee, and we have 
derived still more advantage from the 
valuable evidence which that Committee 
received and recorded. But we have 
not felt ourselves bound or able to follow 
precisely the methods they recommended. 
Our Bill leaves the Small Holdings Act 
oi 1892 untouched as regards the sale of 
land to the small holder. We leave 
those provisions for what they are worth, 
unless, in some cases, and I think in the 
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future they will be rarer, there is a'real or a 
reasonable demand for the absolute owner- 
ship of thesmall holdings by the occupiers ; 
but we do nothing to facilitate that Act. 
We do not wish and we do not think | 
it necessary absolutely to prohibit it. | 
We have no desire ourselves to set up| 
in England and Wales a class of small | 
owners who are indebted for their owner- | 
ship to the State and to the intervention | 
of the credit of the State. If the State | 
desires, as I think it rightly desires, a| 
further intensive cultivation of agricul- 
tural land, it is obviously unsound that 
you should allow those whom you have | 
assisted to sell their newly-acquired | 
property, the moment they have secured | 
the fee-simple, for a profit which, in my | 
opinion, is not rightly theirs, and possibly | 
for commercial and other uses, far re- 
moved from those of agriculture, to which 
it was intended to be devoted. Nor do 
we think it desirable, in a part of the 
kingdom where nothing of the kind| 
exists, to create a class of limited free- | 
holders. We have decided that the | 
class which we aim at creating is! 
that of occupying, cultivating tenants, 
but tenants of a public authority, and, 
by the very terms of their tenancy, 
deriving the sufficient security of tenure | 
which arises or accrues from the absence | 
of the caprice of treatment which is| 
sometimes associated with the action of | 
individual landlords. But, speaking of! 
security of tenure, I want it to be clearly 
understood that we do not set up in 
England, where it has hitherto been un-| 
known, any system of dual ownership, | 
nor do we create such a statutory security | 
of tenure as would confer on the 
occupiers any saleable tenant-right. We| 
proceed upon the assumption that the | 
existing local authorities, the borough and | 
county councils, are the most convenient | 
bodies to provide and to manage small | 
‘holdings where they are willing or can| 


Mr. Harcourt. 
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be induced to do so. In the event of 
their default, action will be taken to this 
end by Commissioners appointed under 
the Board of Agriculture. We do not 
set up an outside and independent 
Commission, but we take powers to 
appoint two or more Commissioners, with 
Sub-Commissioners and other officers, 
who will be subject to the review and 
control of Parliament, by which their 
salaries will be voted, and the Govern- 
ment of the day, through the Minister of 
Agriculture, will be directly responsible 
for their proceedings. These Commis- 
sioners will have wide powers of inquiry 
as to the demand for, and the practica- 
bility of, small holdings and allotments, 
in any and every county in England and 
Wales. They will consider any schemes 
put forward by the local authority. In 
default of such schemes, they will provide 
them themselves. If no scheme is carried 
out by the local authority, the Commis- 
sioners will have power to act proprio 
motu for the acquisition of land for small 
holdings. Thev may set up independent 
advisory and managing committees in 
any district they choose, and they will 
charge any expenses so incurred against 
the defaulting county councils. Where 
a scheme has been prepared by the 
Commissioners or by the local authority, 
a local inquiry will be held at which all 
those who are concerned may be heard ; 
and after these and other preliminaries, 
and after the scheme has been approved 
by the Board of Agriculture, the county 
council wil! proceed to acquire the neces- 
sary land. Hereafter I will speak only 
of the county council; but the House 
will remember when I do so that every 
act authorised to be done by a county 
council may be done by the Commis- 
sioners under the Board of Agriculture 
where a county council is in default. 
The county council will be empowered 
by the Board to acquire land for small 
holdings either by purchase or on lease, 
either by agreement or by compulsion. 
When the land is taken on lease it must 
be taken for a period of not less than 
fourteen years and not more than thirty- 
five years, but that lease can be renewed 
on expiration, not necessarily at the same 
rent, but without any increase of rent 
arising solely from the improvements 
which have been made during that lease 
by the county council or their tenants. 
In fixing the price of land purchased, or 
the rent of land hired, an arbitrator will 
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be appointed by the Board of Agriculture. | 
He will be instructed to make no addition | 
to the price on the ground that the land | 
has been taken compulsorily. Under the | 
provisions for leasing the landlord will be 
given powers to resume possession of all 
or any part of the land leased at any time 
that he may require it for industrial or 
building purposes other than those of 
agriculture. This provision is of .con- | 
siderable importance in regard to land 
adjacent to towns. It will enable such 
lands to be hired, for a period at all 
events, at its fair, present agricultural 
rent, without any addition for prospective 
value. It is specially provided in the 
Bill that, in fixing the rent, no allowance 
isto be made for prospective use being a 
use for which the landlord is entitled to 
resume possession. Powers are given in| 
the Bill to limited owners and tenants- 
for-life to dispose of their land for these 
purposes as if they were the absolute 
owners in fee simple, and I hope that this 
may free a certain amount of land which 
is not now available, or, if it is, only with 
a good deal of cost and difficulty. There 
is, of course, a saving clause for the 
immunity of parks, gardens, and pleasure 
grounds, and for the amenity and con- 
venience of dwelling-houses ; and there is 
a special instruction inserted that regard 
should be had, in taking land com- 
pulsorily, to the quantity of land owned 
or held by the landlord or tenant, to the 
convenience of other properties occupied 
by them, and to the avoidance, so far as 
practicable, of taking any undue or in- 
convenient amount of land from any one 
owner or tenant. Small holdings are 
defined in the Bill as holdings which 
exceed five acres, but which do not exceed 
fifty acres, or, if they do exceed fifty 
acres, do not exceed the annual value of 
£50. Up to the moment at which the 
county council is in a position to com- 
plete the purchase or hiring of land as if 
from a willing seller by agreement, the 
board of Agriculture will have power, 
where in their discretion they think it 
desirable, to pay all or part of the pre- | 
liminary cost of the scheme—by pre- 
liminary cost I mean the inquiry, the 
report, and the arbitration—in order that 
the rent which will fall subsequently on 
the tenant may not be overburdened by | 
these charges. We who regard the 
provision of small holdings as a great 
national service think it is only reasonable | 
and just, where the necessity may arise, 
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that the State should contribute this 
amount to the cost of the machinery 
by which they are to be obtained. 
But let the House clearly understand 
that there is nothing in this proposal 
in the nature of a charity rent, nor is 
there going to be any contribution to 
rent out of local rates. From the moment 
that the county council is in a position 
to complete the purchase or the hiring, 
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| all the expense of purchase, of equipment, 


and of management must be treated as 
a whole in assessing the new rent. The 
county council is to be permitted to 
raise the necessary funds for purchase 
by a loan or loans, and the term of re- 
payment for such loans is to be extended 
to eighty years. Buc the whole of the 
interest and sinking fund of the moneys 
so expended must be met by the tenants 
out of their rent, and, owing to the 
cheapness of money arising from State 
credit and local security, I am convinced 
that the rent so charged will be as low 
as any which could otherwise have been 
obtained. I pass for one moment from 
small holdings to tell the House the 
modifications and amendments which we 
propose in various Acts dealing with 
allotments. In large parts of the country 
where allotments do not at present exist, 
or, if they do exist, only in quite in- 
sufficient quantities, I have no doubt 
myself that the gradual development of 
small holdings will most easily and most 
economically take place through the 
initial medium of allotments. For this 
purpose we raise the definition of an 
allotment from one to five acres. Some 
hon. Members may ask why keep the 


' distinction between the two classes of 


I think there is a very 
sutlicient and a very real reason for 
maintaining it. It has always been 
assumed that the provision of allot- 
ments was the duty of some smaller 
local body than the council for the whole 
county. In the Act of 1887 the sanitary 
authority was selected. Later on the 
rural district council and the parish 
council were given different powers to 
that end. We now propose to substitute 
as the active allotment authority the 
parish council only, or, where there is no 
parish council, the chairman of the parisa 
meeting with the overseers. We give 
to the parish council, subject, of course, 
to the consent of the county council, 
which is the rating authority, compulsory 
powers for the acquisition, by purchase 


holdings at all ? 
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or by hiring, of land for these allotments, 
and we transfer to the parish council | 
all the allotments—they are not a very | 
large number—at present held by the | 


‘rural district council. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: To the parish | 
council ? 


Mr. HARCOURT: Yes. They have} 
already compulsory powers, but we give | 
them the power to hire. By this amend-| 
ment we shall enlarge the power of| 
‘initiative and of management of the body 
which above all others has the most | 
detailed and accurate knowledge of the | 
wants of the village, the capabilities of 
‘the land, and the industry and fitness of | 
‘the applicants. I have now stated the | 
main lines of the Bill with regard to| 
small holdings and allotments, but there 
are certain general provisions on which it 
is right the House should be informed. 
Permission is given to two county councils 
to combine in a scheme which will be of | 
value in districts contiguous to the county | 
boundary. <A county council is permitted | 
to acquire grazing and sheep walks for | 
attachment to small holdings in common. 
The county council are empowered to 
transfer land they have acquired to) 
associations formed for the promotion of | 
small holdings, subject, of course, to | 
their constitution and their rules being | 
approved by the Board of Agriculture. 
The Board of Agriculture itself is 
permitted, if it thinks wise, in any 
district to set up some experimental | 
small holdings in order to demonstrate 
their feasibility. That is a recommenda- | 
tion of Lord Onslow’s Committee. But | 
in doing so the Board of Agriculture | 
must acquire the land by agreement and | 
not by compulsion, and it must pay any | 
expense which it incurs in that direction | 
out of its own fund. The Board of | 
Agriculture will open a small holdings | 
account at the Bank of England, and for | 
the first year the Treasury will contribute | 
to that fund £100,000. The small | 
holdings account of the Board will be | 
audited in the usual way, and be sub- | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


mitted annually to Parliament. But | 
what is more important, I think, an 
annual report will be made, not only by 
the Board of Agriculture and their | 
Commissioners, but by all the local | 
authorities as to what is being done og 
regard to small holdings and allotments. | 
We shall, therefore, be able in this House | 


Mr. Harcoart. 
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to judge of their activity or their inaction, 
The county council are empowered to 
sell or to lease surplus land for purposes 
other than those of small holdings. This 
is done to enable them, if they think it 
wise, to take a whole farm, even where 
the acreage is in excess of that immedi- 
ately required for small holdings, and so 
to avoid the payment of compensation 
for severance which would otherwise 
have to be provided. Small holders 
themselves are given a statutory right to 
compensation for their improvements on 
the market gardens scale, except, of 
course, where specific improvements are 
in direct violation of the express prohibi- 
tion of the county council in the lease; 
and all these details and general conditions 
of tenancy are to be settled by rules to 
be made by the county council with the 
approval of the Board of Agriculture, 
The clause of the Act of 1887 which 
forbids the erection upon allotments of 


| any except a few specified buildings will 


be repealed. The county council are in- 
structed to appoint a committee and sub- 
committees to deal with small holdings. 
Thesub-committees need not consist wholly 
or mainly of county councillors ; and 
it is suggested in the Bill that in 
appointing these sub-committees special 
regard should be had to the desirability 
of adding to them parish councillors and 
other persons with local knowledge of 
the district in which they are likely to 
operate. Finally, the Board and the 
county council are enabled to promote the 
formation of co-operative societies and 


| credit banks for the furtherance of small 


holdings, and they are permitted to give 
guarantees, or to make advances to credit 
banks, under the direction, and with the 
consent, of the Treasury or the Local 
Government Board. I have now de 
scribed, as fully as is necessary at this 
stage, the provisions of this Bill. [ 
apologise to the House for the time | 
have occupied, but hon. Members who at 
other times have had to perform this duty 
know the difficulty of an oral description 
of the legal and practical effect of 
clauses which are not textually before the 
House. Looking again for one moment 
at the Report of Lord Onslow’s Com- 
mittee, the House will realise that, though 
we have adopted and adapted many of 
their suggestions, we have departed from 
their recommendations in three main 
particulars. We have given to the local 
authorities compulsory powers, which we 
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think are essential, but which that Com- 
mittee was too timorous to recommend ; 
we have declined to facilitate the absolute 
sale of small holdings to the occupier ; 
and we have made no provision for loans 
to landlords for their creation. I do not 
imagine that any of these decisions will 
require justification in the present 
House, certainly not at this stage of the 
Bill. I do not know how far I shall 
carry with me the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Bordesley, who was a 
dissentient from the Report of that Com- 
mittee. I hope we may travel a long 
way on the road which leads to our 
common goal. I had the privilege, now, 
I am afraid, twenty-three years ago, of 
being one of his very humble assistants 
in the early days of the agitation for 
small holdings—days when he had the 
honour to be the bogey of the bench 
which he now adorns. There are 
probably not many Members in the 
present House of Commons who realise 
how much we owe on this subject to his 
earnest conviction and unfailing energy ; 
and I hope he will not think it pre- 
sumptuous of me if I tender to him the 
grateful homage of a humble disciple. 1 
am acquainted with the contents of his 
dissentient Report to that Committee, and 
on many points we shall find ourselves in 
complete accord. He regards the conclu- 
sions at which that Committee arrived for 
the provision of small holdings asaltogether 
inadequate. I agree. He objects, if I 
remember aright, to loans to landlords, on 
the ground that the increment of the 
tenant’s improvements would ultimately 
find its way into the landlord’s pocket. 
There again I agree. I think I go even 
further, and say that these loans are 
difficult to devise, and complicated to 
secure, and undesirable, certainly from 
my point of view, for this purpose. I 
am afraid he and I may part company on 
the question of ownership, but I hope 
that the proposals I have made for the 
tenancy under a public body, or a local 
authority, at all events supply some of 
that reasonable security of tenure which 
he so rightly thinks that the small 
holder should possess. I suppose, from 
some indications I have seen, that we 
may expect opposition, or, at all events, 
disapproval of the compulsion which we 
propose ; but I hope we shall hear as little 
as may be of that loose but very cheap 
declamation about confiscation. Com- 
pulsion has been authorised by Parlia- 
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ment times out of number for public 
purposes, sometimes with, sometimes 


without, compensation. But the difference 
between morality and immorality, be- 
tween confiscation and justice, is some- 
thing more than a matter of 10 per cent. 
on the price. I do not believe myself 
that the compulsion in this Bill will have 
often to be enforced, because I think 
that its mere existence will be a stimulus 
to voluntary action. I have not thought 
it necessary or desirable to make any 
charges in the matter of English small 
holdings against landlords as a class. 
We all know the bad landlord, and we 
all regret that the odium*which he so 
rightly incurs should too often react 
upon the good landlord, whom we also 
know—men whose single object has been 
throughout their lives to do justice to 
the responsibilities they have inherited. 
But I know the vis inertiae of human 
nature, and I know the disinclination and 
hostility in many cases to small holdings 
of those who are the landlords’ natural 
advisors and necessary agents. I realise, 
too, the disinclination of individuals to 
incur what they think are risks without 
power to ensure their successors against 
liabilities that may be incurred. But as 
a landlord myself, I welcome the com- 
pulsion which is comprised in this Bill; 
and, if the House will forgive a personal 
allusion, I will tell them why. I stand 
in a position very common to many of 
my class—a position of considerable 
difficulty and limitation. I am tenant 
for life of what the law calls my estate— 
a tenant for life under a very strict 
settlement and entail. I have no son. 
I am _ therefore compelled, at all 
events I am morally bound, and 
so are my trustees, without whom 
i cannot act, to have regard, in 
the treatment of my estate, to the 
interests of the ultimate remainder man, 
who may be a distant relative, and at all 
events to exercise strictness of adminis- 
tration, with absence of social and 
political bias, which I should not feel 
myself compelled to exercise if I hada 
son, or if I were the owner of the fee 
simple. Therefore, I say I welcome this 
compulsion. Not that it will be 
necessary to put it into operation actively 
against myself, but because it will enable 
me and my trustees to act voluntarily 
and by agreement in a way which 
nothing else could have done. I am 
told, Sir—I cannot believe it — that 
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farmers as a class may see some objection 
to this measure. Well, it has been my 
good fortune to know the farmer class 
most of my life, and from my experience 
I think I am well assured they are not 
so blind to their own interests as such a 
suggestion would imply. I can imagine 
no proposal more advantageous than this 
to the farmer who finds himself short of 
labourers, not all the year round, but in 
those periods of pressure which are the 
necessary events of agriculture. Sir, the 
seasons do not distribute their seed time 
and their harvests in order to suit the 
capacity of a depopulated village ; and 
even Ireland under happier conditions 
might cease to make her annual but 
casual contribution to our shortage 
of agricultural labourers. What then 
could be more economically sound, 
what could be more financially satis- 
factory, than to fix upon the soil in 
close contiguity to the crops a prosperous 
and contented peasantry—a peasantry 
who will be able to offer the farmer in 
the time of emergency that labour which 
he so greatly needs, and who at other 
times will be able to support themselves 
in comparative comfort upon holdings 
which Parliament alone can enable them 
to secure? One word I should like to 


say to all my friends who are equally 


interested with myself in the question of 
land values. This Bill has been drafted, 
and I think rightly drafted, so that if 
necessary it may stand alone. At all 
events, I hope that no collateral considera- 
tion will be allowed to hinder its imme- 
diate passage into law. 
upon the assumption that proposals for 
land valuation will accompany or will suc- 
ceed it. Therefore it has been constructed 
so that the application of these proposals 
will be easy both in principle and in 
effect. 
really and deeply interested in land 
reform not to allow their adherence or 
their loyalty to any one branch of it to 
cool their ardour tor the attainment of 
even this portion of a desirable reform. 
I have felt, Sir, that the cause which I 
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, future of secure competence. 


But it is based ' 


But I will beg those who are 
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man explain how he secures fixity of 
tenure and fair rents under local 
authorities, seeing that local authorities 
are changing bodies and they cannot bind 
their successors ? 


*Mr. HARCOURT : I do not think on 
the introduction stage it is desirable to 
go into these details; but the county 
council is perfectly able to enter into 
contracts for any length of time. When 
the right hon. Gentleman says that it is 
a changing body, I think the mere fact 
that it is an elective body, elected by the 
people, will give that security of tenure 
which would be desired by the people 
themselves. If, as I believe, there is a 
hunger for the land, and if, as I know, 
there is a hunger for opportunities of 
advancement outside the cares of our 
great cities, surely it is the pathos of 
rural life that, partly by our laws 
and partly by our lethargy, men who are 
the flower of our soil should be con- 
demned either to the trials of the town 
or the shame of the workhouse. Do not 
let any hon. Gentleman think that it is 
only those of ample means and of great 
possessions who can afford to dream of a 
The humble 
toiler in our midst soothes the rigour of 
his present privations with a vision of that 
poor but honourable subsistence which 
might be his if you will revise your laws 
in order to afford him the opportunity. 
The dreams of the rich are, after all, 
only the rumination of possession, but 
the dreams of the poor are the glimpses of 
that humble paradise of a secure occupa- 
tion of the common soil which carries 
with it the power to transmute the labour 
of their hands into the purest gold of the 
creation and the maintenance of a home. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That leave be given to bring in a Dill 


|to amend the law relating to Small 
| Holdings and Allotments.”—(Mr. Hur- 


have at heart would be be better served | 


by hard thinking than by high talking, 
and therefore | have put severe repres- 


sion to-day upon the enthusiasm which I | 


feel for the share of it which has been 
entrusted to my care. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, | 
Bordesley): Will the right hon. Gentle- | 


Mr. Harcourt. 


court.) 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8.) : I 


am sure my friends will join with me in 


‘congratulating the right hon. Gentleman 


upon the clearness of his statement in 
asking leave to introduce this Bill, and 
also upon the fact that he has done it in 
a remarkably short space of time. In 
concluding his remarks, he indulged 
in some anticipations as to the results 
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of this legislation. While he is per- 
fectly entitled to say what he and 
his friends hope, it would have been 
more to the purpose if he had told us 
how the machinery proposed to be set up 
is going to provide a remedy for the evils 
which he described. The right hon. 
Gentleman expressed the hope, in an 
earlier part of his remarks, that there 
would be no controversy as to the exten- 


1389 


sion of small allotments and small 
holdings. So far as the desirability of 


extending small holdings goes, there 
will be no controversy between the two 
sides of the House. There is not, and 
there has never been, so far as I know, 
any objection on the part of anybody in 
this House to the extension of small 
holdings, if that extension can be fairly 
ind prudently carried out. But through- 
out the whole of his speech the right 
hon. Gentleman lost sight of, or ignored, 
the facts connected with the establish- 
ment of small holdings which are known 
to everybody who has had _ practical 
experience of the work. One of the 
main objects of the Bill is to enable small 
holdings to be provided in cases where 
the local authority has failed to do its 
luty. The right hon. Gentleman did 
not say what the causes of the failure had 
been. Let me remind the House that 
the county council is elected upon the 
most popular basis upon which any local 
authority is elected. It includes the 
widest franchise there is for any popular 
election. It is elected for a short period, 
each election being revised at the end of 
three years. The local authority having 
carefully considered the questions and 
done everything short of providing small 
holdings, it is provided that a central 
department, the Board of Agriculture, is 
to come down and over-ride the local 
authority and do the work at the expense 
of the local authority. We are not told 
whether it would be a reason in the 
opinion of the framers of the Bill to justify 
the inaction of the county council if they 
were able to show that they could not 
provide these small holdings under the 
provisions of this Bill. As I understand 
the measure, it is proposed not only that 
land should be obtained by methods to 
which I will refer afterwards, but that the 
holdings are to be ready for occupation 
by the tenants who aie to occupy them. 


{27 May 1907} 


1390 


as some people would desire, the fact is due, 
not to any reluctance on the part of the 
landowning class to devote land to that pur- 
pose, not to the inability to get land by 
the various associations, or local bodies, 
if they so desire, but to the fact, first of 
all, that the selection of individuals must 
be made in the most careful way. It is 
extremely difficult to get men suitable for 
small holdings. What is the ditficulty 
which has confronted every landowner 
who has tried to deal with this question 4 
I believe that in ninety-nine cases out of 
a hundred landowners have done their 
very best to establish small holdings, but 
the difficulty has been the heavy cost of 
equipment. How is this to be met? It 
is proposed to be met under this Bill by 
laying it on the local authorities in the 
first instance, and then upon the central 
authority, the Board of Agriculture, in 
default of the local authorities. In the 
second instance, not only the obligation 
of getting land, but the expense of equip- 
ping the farms is to be met in that way. 
How is the money to be recouped! The 
right hon. Gentleman was perfectly clear 
and definite on this point. He told us 
that the rents of these holdings must 
recoup the interest and capital. A sink- 
ing fund is to be provided out of which 
the price of the land required for small 
holdings is repayable in eighty vears. 
That is to make the annual charge as 
light as possible. How is the right hon. 
Gentleman going to secure this result! 
He is not going to do it by standing at 
this table and telling us that the rents 
are going to cover the outlay on the 
security. He should have told us why 
he believes that the landlord cannot afford 
to lay out in small holdings land for 
which he receives a low rent. Why does 
the landlord not do that if it can be done 
with a reasonable prospect of success ! 
You have not made a sudden discovery. 
You have not found the golden key 
which is to unlock the difficulty which has 
been at the foundation of the depopulation 
question during all these vears. Surely yon 
ought to have told us what there is in the 
Bill to enable the local authority, or the 
Board of Agriculture in default of the local 
authority, to do more economically work 
which the resident landlord with all his 
local advantages has not been able to do 
and his inability to do which has pre- 
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If anybody looks into the history of the | vented the increase of small holdings. 


establishment of small holdings, he will 
find that, if there are not so many of them 
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i If 


this Bill is going to do all 
| you sav it is going to do, it is at this 
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stage, without waiting for the Second | 
Reading, that you should state how you | 
are going to get over this initial and | 
most serious difficulty. There is one | 
feature of this Bill which I confess is of 
special interest to me. We discussed a | 
short time ago a Resolution connected 
with the Scottish Landholders Bill. The | 
other day, in the Committee upstairs, I | 
ventured to challenge the Secretary for | 
Scotland and his colleagues representing | 
the Government, to apply to English 
tenant farmers on the same terms the 
principles which they are applying to 


Scottish farmers. I said then, and 
I repeat now, that there is no dis- 
tinction whatever which any man can 


draw between the class of tenants to be 
set up by this Bill and the class of tenants 
you are seeking to set up by the Scottish 
Landholders Bill. Although I do not 
think that you have found a remedy, and 
although i think there are some details 
of the bill to which the gravest objection 
must be taken, I do congraulate myself as 
an English landowner and one interested in 
the solution of the English land question, 
that the Government have found it con- 
sistent with their duty to deal with 
English land in a manner totally different 


from that in which they are dealing 
with Scottish land. I repeat what I 


said upstairs that it has often been 
my lot to envy the Scottish laws, and to 
wish that the Scottish law and practice 
obtained in England, but I rejoice on this 
occasion that the choice is in the opposite 
direction altogether, and that this Bill, 
whatever objection it may be open to, is 
totally different in its character and 
principles. It involves a difference in the 
way in which it has been presented to the 
House. The object of both Bills is 
exactly the same, the only difference 
being that one applies to Scotsmen 
and the other to Englishmen. It is 
interesting to observe the different ways 
in which the same Government deal with 
precisely the same question. The right 
hon. Gentleman told us that he and his 
Government did not desire to set up small 
owners. Why? If there is this great 
land hunger that you believe you are 
going to meet by the establishment of 
arrangements for small holdings, if you | 
believe that by the creation of these small | 
holdings you are going to stop ruralj 
depopulation and the flow into the towns, 
why is it you believe men will prefer 
to be tenants rather than owners of! 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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the land on which they are to be placed ? 
The right hon. Gentleman told us 
that one of the objections was that 
the tenants might sell the land so 
acquired, or might turn it to some other 
purpose. Undoubtedly they might do so, 
I do not know that there is any great 
evil in that which should deter you irem 
making the experiment if you really 
believe the principles which you profess 
It is vain to suppose that small holdings 
can stop rural depopulation. There are 
scores of cases in which landlords have 
done their best to create small holdings. 
I defy the Government to produce any 
statistics proving that the districts 
where small holdings have been the 
rule for generations, where the rents 
have been low and the conditions satis- 
factory, show the smallest difference in 
the matter of depopulation. [Cries of 
*Qh.”] Well, let hon. Gentlemen pr 

duce their statistics. In the weste1 

counties, for instance, small holdings hay 

been the rule for generations. 


Mr. WINFREY (Norfolk, 8.W.) : The 
small holdings in the western counties 
are not 15 per cent. of the whole total of 
agricultural land. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon 
Gentleman ignores the fact that in a 
great part of the western counties land 
can only be successfully cultivated if held 
in large quantities. If the hon. Gentle- 
man thinks that in a great part of Dorset 
or Gloucestershire men can by this or any 
other Bill be made to take small holdings 
and cultivate them successfully out of 
the class of land there occupied, he 
is indulging vain hopes. I gather that 
the local authority is to have powe1 
either to buy or lease compulsorily, 
and I assume that the choice of those 
methods of acquisition is to rest with the 
local authority. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has referred to this experiment as 
being worth a great sacrifice. 


*Mr. HARCOURT: I never used the 


word sacrifice or suggested that anybody 
would have to make one. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Then I make 
the statement myself, and say that if 
we can solve the land question and 
bring the people back to the lana 
it will be worth making a_ sacrifice ; 
but that sacrifice is one which the 
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nation as a whole should bear, as the 
nation would secure the benefit of the 
change. If we are going deliberately 
to adopt a system of compulsory hiring, 
I do not care what we do for securing 
compensation for the landlord, we shall 
expose him to the whole of the risks 
of the experiment. [MINISTERIAL Cries 
of “No.”| Supposing 300 acres of 
land are hired in a parish to be let 
in small holdings, and in fifteen or 
twenty vears the undertaking turns out 
a complete failure. How is the landlord 
to be prevented from being the victim oi 
the experiment ? He is to be compen- 
sated ? But where is that compensation 
to come from! Is it provided in the 
Bill that when a man receives compen- 
sation out of the rates no acre of land 
belonging to him shall be subject to the 
rate levied for that purpose? If that 


safeguard is not provided —,and 
it is not practicable to provide 
it—the landlord will be compelled to 


furnish a great part of the compensation 
out of his own pocket. What has been 

the ditticulty in the matter of small hold 

ings and allotments and the provision of 
satisfactory eott wes f Anybody who 
reid the articles pubished in the Daily 
Vews, after careful inquiry, will have 
seen that it is almost invariably the 
case on the larger estates throughout the 

country that the provision of ccttages is 
not only suiticient but good ; it is insut- 

ficient where the ownership is divided 

among a variety of hands. When there 
are several owners there is no direct 

feeling of responsibility. It is a 
blunder of the most serious kind to 
lay these duties on authorities such 
as the district or parish councils. 

Their rating area is so narrow that the 
men who do their work properly, and have 

provided cottages, allotments, and small 

holdings, will probably have to pay the 
greater part of the cost of doing the 
work of others who have failed to do: 
their duty. The safeguard which it is; 
suggested will be afforded by having 
regard to the amount and importance otf 
the land is not worth the paper on which 
it is written. The Government impose | 
restrictions which will make their Bill | 
fail. I believe the local authorities will 
appreciate these difficulties. They will 
be face to face in the first instance with | 
the enormous difficulty of providing | 
these small holdings at a rent which | 
it will be possible for small holders ! 
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to pay. They will have to undertake 
the disagreeable work of deciding be- 
tween the cases of different landowners 
according to the amount and_ the 
character of the land they own. If 
this matter is to be dealt with, I would 
rather it were dealt with through the 
Board of Agriculture than by the county 
councils. The Government are laying 
on the county councils an extremely 
difficult task, which it will be almost 
impossible for them to perform. I do 
not envy tke Board of Agricuiture when, 
just after the election of a county council 
at which this question has been discussed, 
it over-rules the local authority. Such a 
step may be necessary, but it is astound- 
ing that it should be proposed by a party 
who profess to enjoy a monopoly of safe- 
guarding authorities of this kind. As to 
the question of purchase, it must be 
remembered that the land is taken from 
a man, not because he has failed to do 
his duty, but because his might be the 
only piece of land in the place which it is 
possible to use for the purpose required. 
Ought we not to consider the full 
extent of the damage whici he suffers ? 
On the ground of ‘‘ severance,” or in some 
way, probably the ljand will be pur- 
chased at additional cost. Therefore, in 
my judgment, the local authority will not 
be able to show greater economy than 
the landlord. The right hon. Gentleman, 
[ think, made an unworthy remark about 
Lord Onslow’s Committee when he said 
that in regard to compulsion the Govern- 
ment had adopted a line which the Com 
mittee were too timorous to adopt. The 
Committee were not’ timorous, but 
believed the recommendations they were 
making were more prudent and more 
likely to be successful. I assume that 
where the local authority fail to do its 
work and the Board of Agriculture step 
in, the county council will be called on 
to make the loan necessary for the pur 
pose. Or will the money be advanced 
from the Treasury and then be a debt 
against the local authority? I do not 
think it very much matters which pro- 
cedure is adopted, but I have a shrewd 
idea that there will be very troublous 
times in store for the Board of Agricul- 
ture if they attempt to compel county 
councils and local authorities to borrow 
money for a purpose they believe to be 
unnecessary. I was a little astonished 
when the right hon. Gentleman said that 
there might be compensation for these 
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small holdings on the market garden | 


scale. That scale was intended to apply 
to a specitic kind of cultivation—what is 
called intensive cultivation, and to open 
that to the small holding, which ought to 
be cultivated on the ordinary system, 
will, I think, impose a liability and 
obligation not justified by the circum- 
stances, and may impose an unjust and 
not inconsiderable burden on the rates. 
I heard the last two announcements of 
the right hon. Gentleman with satisfaction 
—namely, that power will be taken tc 
aid the formation of co-operative societies, 
and that some attempt will be made to 
start credit banks. I believe that any- 
body who has examined this question 

and conspicuously Mr. Rider Haggard — 
must come to the conclusion that it is 
useless to set up small holdings by them- 
selves, and that two most useful steps to 
take are to establish co-operative 
societies and credit banks. Therefore, I 
welcome those two proposals—of course, 
Waiting to hear more as to how they are 
to be dealt with. In conclusion, I would 
say that, in the first place, I feel that 
if the Government believe they are 
entitled to make this experiment through- 
out the country, they have no right to 
make it at the expense of those who are 
probably least.able to bear any risk of 
the kind; and secondly, that when they 
have determined to do so, their object 
ought to be to set up occupying owners 
rather than tenants, only falling back on 
the tenant system when for some local 
reason it is impossible to adopt the other. 
I doubt whether it will be found that 
local authorities are better landlords than 
private individuals; I doubt whether 
they will be found to be as good. So far as 
the Opposition are concerned, we object 
to the use of compulsion unless it is used 
with a view to buying the ownership out 
and out. I believe it would be far better 
to set up these men satisfactorily as 
owners rather than as occupiers. There 
are other details which it will be neces- 
sary to criticise, and probably oppose. 
Anything the Opposition can say or do 
will proceed from a desire to do nothing 
that will prevent the extension of small 
holdings in cases in which it can be shown 
that they are necessary and desirable, 


and can be established under conditions | 
which are likely to act with justice to the | 


people whose land is dealt with and on 
lines likely to be successful. 


Ur. Walter Long. 
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*Sin WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said he wished to congratulat. 
his right hon. friend on having brought 


/in a measure which had been anxiously 


awaited for twenty years. He would not 
refer in detail to the difficulties they had 
in their struggle in 1883 in regard ty» 
allotments when, in co-operation with his 
right hon. friend the Member for Bordesley, 
that effort took place and was followed 
by a claim for the creation of small hold- 
ings. The whole justification for this Bill 
was that the legislation passed in ‘82 
was, as regarded small holdings, a very 
bad failure. It was in order to bring 
about a success in place of that failure 
that the present measure had heen intro- 
duced. When the Small Holdings Bill 
of 1892 was discussed he moved some 
Amendments, the object of which was 
to bring the Bill into the shape which 
the present Bill had taken. They then 
asked for compulsory powers of purchase, 
and powers of leasing land by means of 
local authorities. They gained nothing 
of that sort in 1892 and in consequence 
that Act had been a dismal failure. 
After ten years of activity, the labourers 
had obtained some 652 «acres of land 
under the Act, representing but a 
miserable pittance for those who had 
asked for land, while thousands of 
labourers had left the countryside in despair 
of obtaining any standing on the land. 
Under the Act of 1892 they hoped to 
give the agricultural labourer the oppor- 
tunity of rising in the social scale by 
becoming an allotment holder, the tenant 
of a small holding, and finally a small 
farmer or even a large tarmer, That 
was a laudable ambition for a man to 
have, and it was in order to satisfy it 
that this Bill had been drafted upon certain 
lines which embodied compulsion. He 
believed that compulsion was the essence 
and kernel of the Bill, not because they 
wanted to use compulsion to injure the 
landowners, but because when compulsion 
was in the background land would be 


obtainable under better and cheaper con- 


ditions. Let them consider the operation 
of compulsion under the Allotments Act 
of 1887. In the first instance, what 
was the result? In the first seven 
years they obtained 2,249 acres of land 
for agricultural labourers. Then they 
passed the Act of 1894 which gave strong 
‘compulsury powers, and they obtained 
14,872 acres of land in two and a half 
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years instead of 2,249 inseven years. In 
addition to that, they gave the local 
authority under this Bill something 
beyond the ordinary compulsory powers 
which they had had in the past, and 
he thought the right hon. Gentleman 
was wise in letting local authorities 
do this work in the first instance. 
He thought they would do the work 
all the time, but the power given to 
the central authority to stimulate un- 
willing local authorities was necessary. 
Once exercised these powers would not 
be required to be exercised a second time. 
The county councils, and all the other 
local bodies would take up the work 
and do it in the end. The county 
councils and local bodies required that 
there should be this power behind them, 
because hitherto they had been found 
unwilling workers in these fields. For 
instance, one county council had 349 
petitions, and the answer they return d 
was that they thought if they granted 
them it would be an expense on the 
rates. But that was no answer at all, as 
there would be no expense on the rates 
whatever if the scheme was properly 
carried out, because the expenditure would 
be returned ten-fold in local prosperity. 
As he had stated in 1892, in places where 
these small holdings were established, 
poverty decreased, and the population 
increased. It was, therefore, necessary 
that the central authority should be able 
to move the unwilling local authorities 
in the desired direction. In another case 
the local authority received fifty-eight 
applications, and they said they were 
hot enough to justify any action. 
In such a case as that there should be 
a central authority behind with power 
to compel the local authority to carry 
out the will of Parliament. The object 
of the Bill was to carry out that 
purpose, and did not interfere with 
the operation of the Act of 1892, 
which enabled such holdings to be sold. 
The operation of the Act of 1892 had 
shown there was no great demand for 
any great increase of small occupying 
ownerships. They did not introduce 
legislation for what the people did not 
want, but for what they did want, and 
what they asked for was small holdings 
under the local authority. At the same 
time small owners could be created under 
the old Act when there was a demand. 
He thought that under the Bill they 
would start small holdings under the 
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conditions which were necessary to 
success. The local authorities were liable 
to periodical election, and under the 
influence of publie opinion they would be 
particularly anxious to see that nothing 
was done to injure the interests of an 
honest and good tenant. What was Lord 
Carrington’s experience in connection 
with this question? His Lordship had 
had only £12 10s. of bad debts in con- 
nection with small holdings during the 
last twenty years. There were very few 
estates that could show such a condition 
of affairs as that. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: To whom 
does he let them ? 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER: To the 
people in the district. 
*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: No; he 


lets them to a syndicate. 


*Sin WALTER FOSTER said that in 
many cases he let them through his own 
agents to people in the district, and they 
had proved to be the best payers of rent. 
He congratulated the Government on 
having introduced the Bill, which he 
believed was founded on the right lines 
and would lead to success, because 
they relied upon the local authorities in 
the first instance and they only brought 
in the pressure of the Board of Agri- 
culture when necessary. They had 
thus a large opportunity of creating 
small holdings on an experimental basis. 
He heartily agreed with the right 
hon. Member for South Dublin as to the 
advantage of encouraging credit banks 
and co-operative societies. The right 
hon. Gentleman had also referred to 
the burden that would fall upon the 
rates in the various localities which put 
the Bill into force. The one great fear 
they always had to contend with was 
increased rates. He himself would be 
very glad if some scheme could be 
arranged at a future stage of the Bill, 
by which the fear of increased rates 
falling upon the locality could be miti- 
gated so as not to deter any locality 
from taking advantage of the Act. He 
could quite understand there was a 
feeling against the rates being made 
heavier for the purpose of benefiting one 
section of the community. He could, for 
instance, in an urban district, understand 








1399 Small Holilings 


the town population resenting the imposi- 
tion of a rate for the benefit of a smaller 
section of the community outside 
the town. So far as the other portions 
of the bill were concerned an oppor- 
tunity to discuss them would arise 
on the Second Reading. He regarded 
the Bill as a valuable measure and 
believed it would be the starting point 
of great prosperity in many districts. It 
would give an opportunity of placing 
‘many people on the land, which would 
vield in consequence more produce and 
retain more population. All the agricul- 
tural labourer had asked for in the past 
was equal opportunity. This Bill would 
give it, and he would go to his work 
with a new courage and _ inspiration 
now that he saw the day dawn when 
he might refresh himself with hope. 


*Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) 
said that there was one feature in the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman who 
had introduced the Bill that was most 
welcome on their side of the House. 
Putting aside the consideration of the 
provisions of the Bill, they welcome | the 
tone of that speech as a great improve- 
ment on the sort of thing to which they 
had been treated of late in this connection, 
but they expected it of the right hon. 
Gentleman. The right hon. Gentleman 
recognised that if small holdings were to 
be a suecess it would be well that 
he should carry with him those who 
were connected with the land; it 
would be well to enlist their sympathies 
if possible, and most certainly not to 
assume their antagonism, and 
all it would be better not to abuse 
them up hill and down dale before asking 
them to agree to the legislation which the 
(sovernment had in view. One could 
understand such methods in a politician 
on the make, for in these days of halt- 
penny papers violent declamation paid, 
noise meant notoriety ; but they could 
not understand such methods in those 
who were more highly placed, and they 
had been puzzled at the attituce of the 
Prime Minister, who, if he might say so 
without the slightest offence, was too 
canny as arule to preface the introduction 
of an important measure in the House of 
Commons by flinging minatory rhetoric 
at those who were chiefly concerned. 
What were they to think of the assertion 
that “such common things as pigs and 
cabbages were offensive to the squire !” 


Sir Walter Foster. 


1 
above 


{COMMONS} 


and Allotments. 1400 


Frankly, what were they to think of 
that? What did the Prime Minister 
himself think of that assertion by this 
time? Whatdid those behind him who 
were conversant with the agricultural 
po-ition think of it? The Prime 
Minister knew as well as they did that 
pigs and cabbages, as evidence oi 
agricultural prosperity, as evidence, to 
put it no higher, of ability to pay rent 

gladdened the heart of the landlord, who 
had suffered far too many _ pecumiar 

losses of recent years to be able to dis 
regard that point of view. Then there was 
the meeting at Drury Lane. 
only assume that there was something 
about the atmosphere of Drury 
Lane which was conducive to exag- 


One could 


gerated methods. Experience told 
them that very ofren a piece which 
1 1 : , ; z ; 

naa been a great success nn a 


small theatre was a dead frost when 
transferred to the larger stage of Drury 
Lane. He had often heard it declared 
by members of the profession that a 
refined method of acting was impossible 
at Drury Lane; it did not fill the place, 
it did not reach the gallery, and a 
tendency to more robust methods was 
felt by the actor to be irresistible ; the 
hero must shout, the heroine must shriek 
and scream. And so he supposed that 
they must not find fault with — hon. 
Gentlemen if they had to sume extent 
felt the influence of the architectural 
dimensions of the place and talked hig. 
Unfortunately the Prime Minister, in his 
speech at Holborn Restaurant, had given 
the impression, unintentionally no doubt, 
that he looked upon the small holdings 
question as a convenient weapon with 
which to belabour the House of Lords, 
and the introduction of this bill as 
a tactical move in the attack upon 
the Upper House. The right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill had, on 
the other hand, shown that he would 
have nothing to do with that 

style. He had very rightly recognised 
that the question of smal]! holdings 
was far too important to be made a 
pawn in the game of paity politics. He 
had shown that he wished to enlist the 
help of men of all parties, and very 
rightly had he so spoken, for landowners 
as a rule would welcome with both hands 
legislative assistance to establish small 
holdings where they were economically 
justifiable. It had been elaborately ex- 
plained in the House of Lords hy members 


sort. of 
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of the Government that the words “ blank 
denial” were not intended to apply to 
landlords as a rule, but to the apathy of 
county councils. They were glad that that 
explanation had been given, for the words 
were certainly inapplicable to landowners 
in general. Incontestable figures proved 
it; the Prime Minister himself had said 
that half the actual farmers of the present 
day were  smaliholders, holders of 
irom five to fifty acres. The report of 
the Commission on the decline of agricul- 
tural population stated that only 3°98 
per cent. of agricultural holdings in this 
‘ountry were over 300 acres. Lord 
Lansdowne had most ably expressed in 
the House of Lords the views of land- 
owners in general, In so expressing 
himself he had given the views of all 
those who had knowledge of agricultural 
conditions. He had stated that what 
they wished to see was a system of 


holdings of graduated sizes, which would | 


enible a man to rise from the ranks, to 
begin with a small holding, and to climb 
the ladder to better things, and he 
had spoken most truly when he said 
that the landlords would be most 
mxious to give facilities for such a policy. 
All who had been concerned in the 
management of an agricultural estate 
would know that by far the most desir 
able tenant was the small farmer, the 
hard-working farmer who had risen from 
the ranks. There were many such inthe 
West of England, men who were not 
alraid of hard work, men who had 
brought up their sons to put their backs 
to their work, and to provide labour upon 
the holding, men who were prepared to 
start those same sons as they grew up 
upon small holdings of their own, where 
they prospered, having been brought up to 
the work, and knowing how to make it 
pay. But he begged the right hon. Gentle- 
man not to think that anybody could 
make a small holding pay, that a man 
who was a failure in another capacity 
could make a living outiof a small holding. 
The agricultural industry was as technical 
as any other ; it required a very special 
knowledge, and 
knowledge, however assiduously a man 
might work, he would come to grief 
over a small holding. As Lord Lans- 
downe had said, the policy of con- 
solidated holdings, which prevailed in 
the middle of the last century, was 
now acknowledged to have been a mis- 
taken policy. It had had far-reaching 
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consequences, for it had to some ex- 
tent retarded the provision of small 
holdings. The process of breaking 
up large farms was continually going 
on, but it was the expense to the 
landlord of the transformation which 
hindered the process. To begin with, 
they must scrap existing buildings, which 
would to a large extent become useless, 
and provide buildings for each of the 
small holdings: that involved a capital 
expenditure which most landowners, 
after the heavy losses they had sustained, 
were not in a position to incur. He did 
not think that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
realised where the difficulty really lay. 
He himself did not believe that there 
was any difficulty in getting land for 
small holdings ; the difficulty was rather 
in providing buildings to make the 
small holdings pay. The land was no 
use without the buildings. Lord Onslow’s 
Committee had thus reported— 
‘Landlords are willing enough to provide 
the land, but the difficulty is the economic one 
of tinding buildings.” 
There, no doubt, was the whole difficulty. 
[t was well known that the simplest 
cottages could not be put up to pay a 
commercial rent. How much less possible 
was it to erect such buildings as were 
required for small holdings. It was 
that difficulty which prevented action by 
the county councils under the Act of 
1902. They had been called apathetic, 
but county councils were no more in a 
position to make rash experiments than 
were private landowners. He had always 
thought that one of the most serious 
features in connection with the introduc- 
tion of land legislation by the present 
Government was the want of knowledge 
which prevailed amongst hon. Gentle- 
men opposite with regard to agricultural 
conditions. He did not say that by 
way of reproach; how were they to 
know? They were not able to speak 
from experience, and he was bound 
to say that that disability extended to a 
good many hon, Gentlemen on his own 
side of the House ; but that did not make 
matters any better. Many hon. Gentle- 
men opposite seemed to look upon all 
landowners as in the same box. Urban 
and rural landowners alike were de- 
nounced as pampered individuals who 
had year by year grown richer through 
the efforts of others. He held no brief 
for the urban landowner, who in the 
course of years might have amassed some 
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unearned increment; but how different | 
was the fate of the owner of agricultural | 
land! To begin with, hon. Gentle- 
men opposite ofter n seemed to forget that | 
nine-tenths of the agricultural land of the | 
country had changed hands by purchase 
within the last 150 years, so that, as far 
as the great bulk of landowners were 
concerned, it could not be said that they 
had “stolen their land from the nation.” 
How often did they come across an indi- | 
vidual who thirty years ago had bought 
his property on the basis of so many 
years’ purchase of the rental, that rental 
being now half what it was when he 
bought? Socialists were urging the 
(overnment to appropriate what they 
were pleased to call unearned increment. | 
What about the unearned decrement ? 
Were they prepared to make that good ? 
There was many a landowner whose 
ancestor had bought the land a hundred | 
years ago, and who had suffered a 
decrement of from 40 to 50 per 
cent. Such a man might be very hard 
up, and could hardly be expected to tind 
the money to equip small holdings with 
buildings. He would like hon. Gentle- 
men opposite to study the balance- 
sheet of a typical agricultural estate. 
He thought that a good many of them 
would be surprised ; they would find 
that rents were now half what they were 
in the year 1860, while rates and taxes 
were double. In many cases the rent 
had been so reduced that it merely 
represented the interest on the capital 
expended by the landlord in improving 
the farm and buildings. The figures 
adduced by Lord Portsmouth in The 
Times with regard to a single farm on 
his estate were typical of the deprecia- 
tion that had taken place. Those figures 
showed how agricultural landowners had 
lost money, and when it was remembered | 
that agricultural land was the only form 
of investment which was assessed for 
death duties and income-tax on the basis 
of the gross income derived therefrom, 
no deduction worth mentioning being | 
made for upkeep and outgoings, it could | 
be well understood how agricultural | 
landowners had come to such desperate 
straits. Every other industry, every 
other investment, was assessed, and paid 
on the net profits actually received. He | 
thought he had said enough to establish | 
his point that the landlords. had | 
suffered losses of late vears, and that | 
they were not in a position to provide 


Mr, Mildmay, 
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expenditure for buildings. To what 
extent had that fact been recognised by 
the right hon. Gentleman who introduced 
the Bill. With all due respect to him, 
the right hon. Gentleman had not recog- 
nised it to any great extent. He had 
talked of small holdings having been 
withheld by obstructive agents and 
others, and of vis inertie, to which he 
want of small holdings. 
rather the weakness and 


and Allotments. 


But it was 


| inpecuniosity of the landlords, who, with 


the best intentions in the world, were 
not able to provide buildings for small 
holdings. It was very difficult to judge 
of the Bill from the statement which 


' they had heard, but the first thing that 


occurred to one was that the ratepayers 
would be in a still more parlous condition 
after the passing of the Bill than they 
were at present. As far as he could 
understand, the Commissioners had to go 
down to enjoy themselves at the expense 
of the county council. A good deal 
was left to them to tind out as to who 
should pay for the deterioration of the 
holding if, at the end of the lease, it 
should be handed over to the landlord 
in an impoverished condition. It 
seemed to him, seeing that the rate- 
to be called in to 


payers were 
such a great extent, that the Govern- 


ment should have paved the way to 
sma]l holdings by dealing with certain 
features of the agricultural situation 
which were bound to hamper those whom 
they were about to make small holders 
in their competition with the Continental 
small holder. For instance, the ideal 
method of procedure would have been 
to preface the Bill with the reform 
of the incidence of local taxation, which 
was bound to bear upon small holders 
to an altogether unjustifiable extent. 
Foreign small holders were held up as 
models, but what made them prosperous ! 
What enabled them to pour millions 
upon millicns of pounds worth of pro- 
It was their 
very efficient system of co-operation. 
Many had tried, in a small way, to 
introduce a similar system of co-opera- 
tion into England, but only those who 
had tried knew how difficult it was. 
The Agricultural Co oper itive Association 
had done good work in that connection, 
but good though that work had been, 
and ‘successful as the society had been 
in introducing co-operation in certain 


' districts, it could not be said that a 
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system of co-operation had really gripped 
the country districts. If the Government 
could do anything to forward co-operation 
they would be doing a great work ; but if 
they started a large sys.em of small 
holdings before the machinery of co- 
operation was in existence they would 
run very great risk of failure. He was 
not blaming the constitution of the Board 
of Agriculture when he said that they 
waated a man like Sir Horace Plunkett to 
promote co-operation in England--a man 
of keen enthusiasm, one who knew his 
job thoroughly, and, above ail, one 
who would torget that he was a politician 
and absolutely refuse to look upon 
agricultural questions from a_ political 
point of view. He was glad to hear of 
the establishment of credit banks. In his 
own county land was continually coming 
into the market, and he was glad to say 
that, in many instances, the actual culti- 
vators had bought the land, borrowing 
two-thirds of the purchase money for the 
purpose. If the Government by agricul- 
tural credit banks could enable the actual 
cultivators of the soil to borrow money 
on easy terms in order to equip the 
land, they would be promoting the 
division of land-ownership to an extent 
which could searcely be realised by those 
who were not familiar with the position. 
As he had already said, it was most 
essential for the success of small holdings 
that the right men should be chosen for 
them. It was an extraordinary idea that 
a man who had failed in every other 
capacity could make a small holding pay. 
It was a widespread fallacy, and a fallacy 
against which they must guard if they 
wished small holdings to be successful. 
Small holders on the Continent had been 
held up to them as models, but it had 
only been by the hardest work, by 
constant and continual work, that 
they had attained success. And why 
was it that they had been ready to 
work their hearts out? The incentive 
had been ownership, and on that account 
he thought that the Government should 
make ownership the basis of their small 
holdings scheme when compulsory powers 
were put in force. But just as he advo- 


cated a policy of assisting small holders | 
become owners under such circum- | 


stances, he repudiated the policy of 
compulsory hiring. How could it be 
justifiable to compel a man to invest) 
his money in a certain way? They must! 
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remember that many landowners were 
very hard-up, and the landowner above 
all other men was most likely to know 
whether the particular land was adapted 
for small holdings. Were they going to 
say to such aman, “ Wkether you like itor 
not, you shall invest your money in small 
holdings upon this land; we shall not 
allow you to get out of the land; we 
shall not give you the chance of selling 
it, even though you may be willing to do 
so on reasonable terms. Whether you 
like it or not you shall try this experi- 
ment at your own expense, though you 
can ill afford to do so.” That policy to 
him was indefensible. He had always 
held that it was impossible to give a 
weighty opinion upon a Bill upon the First 
Reading, upon the explanatory statement 
of the Minister in charge, able though 
that statement might be, as it undoubtedly 
had been in the present case. They 
ought to see the Bill in print. He did 
not believe in the new practice which had 
grown up of dividing against the First 
Reading of Bills. His memory went 
back some way, and he remembered that 
they did not divide against the First 
Reading of Mr. Gladstone’s first Home 
Rule Bill ; neither did they do so in the 
case of the second Home Rule Bill, and 


surely there never had been two 
Bills against the main principle of 
which they were so strongly united 


on that side of the House. <A division 
against the First Reading of a Bill mili- 
tated against the dispassionate considera- 
tion of the measure. Dispassionate con- 
sideration was wanted for a matter 
which so vitally affected the rural com- 
munity. They would give the Bill the 
fullest consideration when they saw it jin 
print, for they were really and genuinely 
anxious to arrest the exodus from 
the country districts into the towns, and 
to assist the Government in passing wise 
legislation to that end. 


*Mr. NICHOLLS (Northamptonshire, 
N.) said he had _ listened to the 
speeches on both sides of the House, 


and he could not help feeling that 
they would have to come back to 


the point raised by the previous speaker 
towards the close of his observations. He 
had felt, all the time the hon. Gentleman 
was speaking about the poverty of the 
landlords, that there was something 
strange in the circumstance that they 
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should cling to that by which they were 
losers. They were told that the land- 
lords were hard up, and that they had 
been losing money for many years. The 
hon. Gentleman said that they were in 
desperate straits. If they had lost so much 
money, why were they afraid to let small 
holders have a grip upon the land ! 
Though he might not know everything ! 
about land tenure, he did know something 
about the difficulties for the small man to 
get into touch with allotments and small- 
holdings. He happened some twenty 
years ago to be one of the unemployed 
who lived ina rural district, and for many 
months he was out of work. Like others 
he had to look for work in the towns. 
He could state with truth that there were 
thousands of poor people who would 
rather live in the rural districts, but were | 
compelled to leave them because of the | 
insecurity of their employment there. | 
The labourer wanted a constant job, and 
he sought regular employment, perhaps 
on the railway, or it might be in some | 
great industrial centre. 


London County Council 





And, it being a quarter past Eight of 
the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the | 
Chairman of Ways and Means under | 
Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding 
was postponed without Question put. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY) BILL [By Oper. 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question {9th 
May], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 

“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Courthope.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) said he 
wished to make one or two references to the 
conduct of this particular business so far 
as the present and the last session of Parlia- 
ment were concerned. The difficulty 
which London reformers found them. 
selves in with regard to this matter was 
largely due to the attitude of the Board 
of Trade last session. For some ten! 


Mr. Nicholls. 





{COMMONS} 


(Electric Supply) Bill. 1408 


years past this subject had been discussed 
in London, but it had not been settled 
because the last reactionary Administra- 
tion would not allow a scheme giving 
public control to be adopied. London 
County Council elections had repeatedly 
taken place, and those contests had been 
fought upon the principle of public 
control of monopolies, and on every 
occasion for the last twenty years the 
verdict of London had always been in 
favour of the public control. The 
London electors, however, had never been 
able to achieve their object, because there 
had aiways been in possession of the legis- 


lative machine a reactionary majority 
opposed altogether to the municipal 
unified life of London. But January 


last year saw a Parliament elected to deal 
with this and other subjects, and for the 
first time they had the happy conjunction 


| of a Progressive majority in the House 


and on the London County Council, and 
London reformers naturally expected to 


see the problem solved. But for some 


; unaccountable reason the Board of Trade 


faiied to take advantage of the oppor- 


| tunity presented to them last session, 


Although it was known that the reaction- 
aries would move Heaven and earth to 
recover the ground which their own 
incompetence had lost them, that the 


mo opolists and the trust promoters 
would pour out money like water in 
order to chloroform the electors, and 


that a snatched victory was well within 
the bounds of possibility, the solution 
of the problem was delayed, and it had 
proved a very disastrous delay so far 
as the people of London were concerned. 
To accept the recent verdict of the 
electors of London as final would place 
them in a very awkward position, and 
that was the feeling of the majority of 
the Members of the House during the 
discussion which took place on the 
Bill before the holidays. He was not 
satisfied that had the position been 


reversed and the monopolists and 
reactionaries been in an overwhelming 
majority, and the London County 


Council been composed of a set of men 
holding entirely opposite principles, the 
then President of the Board of Trade 
would have accepted the verdict of 
London and placed a measure of this 
kind upon the Statute-book. They were 
all aware that matters of the greatest 
importance to London had been burked 
and thwarted when the monopolists were 
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j vith the enormous monopoly which this 


} main principle that the London County 
} Council was the proper authority 


} Vas one good principle contained in 
j the Bill. He wished to reserve, how- 


) vhose behalf he was acting, the full 
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in power. Considerations of public con | 
venience never weighed in the slightest | 
degree with the late Government, and | 
it was only when there had been a 
reactionary Council e-ected for the first 
time that there had been any hurry and 
haste to settle this problem. Surely it 
would be absurd to call the recent 
County Council election a decision upon 
ihe important principle here involved. 
The sole object of the private monopolists 
was the exploitation of London’s mighty 
resources. Had the Liberal Party for- 
votten the London programme upon 
which elections had been fought for | 

number of years, in which public | 
control and the public working of | 
| 
} 
| 





these monopolies had been the foremost | 
plank? He was glad that they did} 
not intend entirely to desert their 
posts heeause some of the outworks | 
were in the hands of the public | 
enemy. The recent snatch victory at 
the London County Council election 
should not be too hastily acted upon, 
md the County Council and the 
ratepayers should be given a further 
pportunity of considering whether they 
meant to hand over this great city to 
private exploitation. He agreed that 
the instruction placed on the Order 
Paper by the President of the Board 
ot Trade somewhat modified the 
position which otherwise he would have 
hen obliged to take up. If that 
Instruction were adopted it would 
give breathing time both to the 
London County Council and to the 
ratepayer, and an opportunity of con- 
sidering whether under all the cir- | 
umstances and the possibilities of the | 
case they considered it advisable to part | 





Bill would place in their hands. 
In view of that Instructicn he would 
ertainly vote for the Second Reading, 
because the Bill recognised as_ its 


to control such a monopoly. That 


ever, for himself and for those on 


right to reconsider their position when 
the Bill came back from the Committee. 


—*Sik EDWIN CORNWALL (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.) congratulated the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade upon having 





submitted a proposal which would allow 
the debate to take a more harmonious 
turn. He doubted whether the House 
had ever found itself in the position 
in which it was that day upon a subject 
of that kind. The Bill was introduced 
with the names of four hon. Members 
of the House upon it, but it was 
now practically being promoted by 
other people. That state of things 
had been brought about by exceptional 
circumstances. The hon. Members 
whose names appeared on the back 
of the Bill were members of the 
London County Council when that body 
had a Progressive majority. They were 
still Members of the House, but the 
London County Council had now a 
majority holding different views, and they 
were promoting the Bill. That was an 
extraordinary position to be in, and but 
for the urgency of the question the best 
thing would have been for the present 
London County Council to have brought 
in another Bill embodying their own 
views in their own way, instead of pro- 
ceeding with this measure. The urgency 
f the question, however, justified the 
present County Council in going on with 
the measure, and justified those hon. 
Members who sp»ke upon the last occasion 
supporting the Second Reading. He 
understood the President of the Board 
of Trade was willing to set up a hybrid 
Committee, before which a full inquiry 
could be held, and in his opinion that 
was the best course to pursue under the 
circumstances. In allowing that course 
to be taken, they were rather looking to 
that Committee to do more than Com- 
mittees usually did. He agreed that the 
independent judgment and impartiality 
of Committees of that kind were invaluable 
to the work of Parliament; but looking 
to the particular difficulties of this 
question, they expected from the proposed 
Hybrid Committee a full and exhaustive 
inquiry which would give them help and 
guidance in regard to the whole question- 
He had been in communication with the 
representatives of the outside authorities 
who were very much concerned about the 
present condition of things. They said: 
“ We are more or less disturbed at the 
idea of the London County Council 
having these very wide powers over our 
area. Ifthe London County Council get, 
as they propose, powers from Parliament, 
and if they then hand them over to a 
company, we, the outside authorities, 
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will not know where we are in a bargain 
of that kind.” He reminded the House 
that the Bill extended over an area very 
much wider than that of the County 
Council. As to the Instruction which the 
President of the Board of Trade had put 
on the Paper, he believed it would 
enable the Hybrid Committee to go fully 
into the question. The whole problem 
must be inquired into. The President 
of the Board of Trade haa stated that 
they were dealing with the Bill drafted 
by the London County Council. That was 
technically true, but it was not only this 
Bill which would go to the Hybrid 
Committee, but also the proposals which 
were made in 1905 and 1906, and the 
Report of the Committee of last year. 
It was a little difficult to understand 
what the present County Council really 
mean. They were going on with this 
Bill as drafted, but the following resolu- 
tion had been passed at a meeting of the 
London County Council— 

“ That the London County Council (Electric 
Supply) Bill be submitted for Second Reading 
in the House of Commons with a view to 
securing an arrangement under which private 
enterprise undertakes, subject to the control 
of the Council, the business of the supply of 
electrical energy, and on the understanding 
that such alterations as may be required in the 
Bill to effect this object and to deal with any 
other matters of importance which may arise 
on the Bill, will be reported to the Council for 
its approval as soon as possible.” 

He wanted to know what the London 
County Council meant by that. Did the 
present County Council mean to ask 
Parliament to give them powers and a 
franchise, and then to lease those powers 
and that franchise? He ventured to say 
that there was no precedent for Parlia- 
ment handing over a franchise to a 
local authority in order that the local 
authority might lease it. If the County 
Council meant to enter into the whole 
inheritance which Parliament gave them, 
and to undertake the whole responsibility, 
so far as the business was concerned, and 
then to lease it to some proper body to 
carry out the working, there was nothing 
unprecedented in that from the point 
of view of the House, or from the point 
of view of other parts of the country. 
If the County Council were going to 
lease the franchise, then he agreed with 
the hon. Member for Stoke that the 
House must reject the Bill on the Report 
stage. The hon. Member for Dulwich, 
when the Bill was recently discussed, 
referred to the important question of 


Sir Edward Cornwall. 


London County Council 
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purchase. In the case of electric light 
undertakings, Parliament had laid it 
down that the period of purchase was to 
be forty-two years by the local 
authorities, but in the case of electricity 
in bulk Parliament had, he understood, 
fixed no term of purchase. Here they 
had a proposal for bulk supply, but the 
date of purchase of the electric lighting 
companies had an important bearing. 
The term of purchase in the case 
of the present electric light companies 
in London expired in 1931. They had, 
therefore, a difficult problem to deal with. 
He did not suppose that any man would 
take a lease which expired in 193], 
because it would be too short to make it 
a successful undertaking. How the 
Hybrid Committee would get over that 
it was difficult to see, but it must be 
carefully considered, having regard 
to dividends, the price to the con- 
sumers, and the conditions of labour. 
It was not a new thing for the Govern 
ment and local authorities, when entering 
into contracts, to insist that certain 
conditions of labour should be observed. 
He was not one who wished to prevent 
anyone making a profit, but the business 
must be conducted on a basis which would 
give protection to the consumer, and 
provide that the economic considerations 
should not be complicated by water- 
loaded capital. Tie present local 
authorities in the county of London had 
£12,000,000 invested in electric-light 
undertakings, so that the House would 
see there were not only matters of great 
principle involved in the Bill, but most 
important details connected with the 
whole problem of electric supply. The 
House must look to the Hybrid Commit- 
tee to help them very materially with 
regard to this great question. Everyone 
admitted that the present position in 
London was unsatisfactory and unecono- 
mical. If the Bill failed to pass into law 
for any reason, it would mean that the 
existing electrical systems would have to 
be developed, which would be the worst 
possible thing for London. They would 
have the existing companies coming to 
Parliament next year—they could not tor 
all time prevent their developing their 
systems, and that would mean going on 
with small stations and _ sub-stations, 
instead of working on the economical 
basis of a large generating station down 
the river, at which large vessels could 
deliver. In voting for the Second 
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Reading, he and many others reserved 
their right to move whatever Amend- 
ments they might think desirable on the 
Report stage. 


*Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) said he 
desired to enforce what the hon. Member 
opposite had said, though from a different 
point of view, in regard to the outside 
areas. It was a fact that the outside 
areas were greatly interested in this 
matter. The whole area included in the 
scope of the Bill exceeded 400 square 
miles, and of that only a little over 100 
square miles were in London. He denied 
that the authorities outside the county 
of London were satisfied with the Bill 
as it stood, or that an arrangement had 
been made with them. Letters had been 
written by the outside authorities to the 
London County Council, in reply to 
which they had only received an ac- 
knowledgment. In Croydon, Wimbledon, 
Kingston, and elsewhere, electrical under- 
takings had been established, and large 
sums of money had been spent upon 
them. The lght was supplied at a 
reasonable price, and power could be 
obtained for a very low price. He did 
not think that anybody in those areas 
desired that the electrical enterprises 
should be handed over, even to some 
extent, to the London County Council. 
He protested against the proposal that 
another authority should be allowed to 


come into those areas after the local 
authorities had been encouraged to 


take part in the establishment of electric 
light and power works, and should either 
compete with the local authorities or 
sueceed to their options of purchase. 
He was not sure that the local authori- 
ties in the outside areas would be better 
off than at present by what was pro- 
posed by this Bill as explained in the 
Memorandum accompanying it. He 
thought it was rather a strong thing to 
hand over to a private company the 
powers which had been granted by Parlia- 
ment to public local authorities. That 
was a grievance with which he sym- 
pathised, and with which he entirely 


agreed with hon. Gentlemen opposite. | 


At any rate, the outside areas should 
have some kind of voice in the consti- 
tution of the private company and the 
terms to be made with it. He would not 
divide the House against the Second 
Reading of the Bill, but he reserved his 


right to raise the question on the Report | 
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Stage or on the Third Reading, if neces 
sary. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
KEARLEY, Devonport) said he did not rise 
to discuss the various points put forward 
by different speakers. Although all hon. 
Members could not see eye to eye on the 
details of this Bill, it was generally 
agreed, he thought, that it should get a 
Second Reading and be sent upstairs for 
detailed discussion. Therefore he asked 
the House, in view of the discussion to 
be resumed on the Small Holdings Bill, 
to allow the Bill to be read a seconu 
time. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 

a Committee of nine Members, five 
to be nominated by the House and four 
by the Committee of Selection.’ —(Jr. 
Courthope.) 


to 


Ordered, That all petitions already 
presented against the bill be referred to 
the Committee ; that the petitioners 
praying to be heard by themselves, their 
counsel, or agents, be heard against the 
Bill, and counsel be heard in support of 
the Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 


rece yrds. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.— 
(Mr. 


Courthope). 

Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee that if any power be 
conferred upon the London County 
Council to transfer or lease to any com- 
pany, local authority, body, or person 
any of the powers, duties, or liabilities 
entrusted to it by this Bill, the conditions 
upon which such power shall be exercised 
shall be embodied either in this or a 
subsequent Bill.—(MJr. Lloyd-Georgé.) 


SMALL HOLDINGS AND ALLOTMENTS. 


Postponed proceeding on Question, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to amend the Law relating to Small 
Holdings and Allotments,” resumed. 
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with delight to the introduction of the 
Bill. He believed that there were 


{COMMONS} 


*Mr. NICHOLLS said he had listened | 


thousands of rural workers in different | 


parts of the country who would welcome 
it as heartily as any one in the House. 


They were agreed on _ both sides 
of the House that something should 


be done to stop the depopulation of 


the rural districts and the flow of 
country workers to the towns. He recog- 
nised that the Bill was a real step 


in that direction ; at any rate it was a 
great advance on anything they had had 
pefore, and it would inspire hope in the 
breast of many rural labourers who hax 
hitherto been unable to get allotments or 
small holdings. Everybody recognised that 
there were good landlords, and in those 
districts there was no difficulty in obtain- 
ing allotments or small holdings ; but in 
some areas the parish councils had their 
hands tied, while in other areas, especially 
urban districts, their tongues had been 


tied. ‘The county councils, many of them, 
were out of sympathy with = small, 
holdings, and in those cases nothing 
had been done to provide them. 
The right hon. Member for South 


Dublin seemed to think that the county | 


councils had been showing their sympathy 
in regard to small holdings. That might 
be the case in a few instances, but in the 
majority of county councils nothing had 
been done. Hehad received a letter froman 
agricultural labourer who said that there 
were only two men on the county council 
in his district who for vears had done 
anything at all in regard to small hold- 
ings. Where the landlord was in sym- 
pathy with the aspirations of the agricul- 
tural labourers things worked smoothly 
enough, but the difliculty was the in- 
security of tenure. There might be a 
thousand allotments on one estate, and 
the owner could any day of the week, and 
at any part of the year, give notice to 
them all to quit. Unless a man _ had 
security of tenure he could not put his 
best into the holding; and they would 
not get the best type of men to go back 
to the land unless they had security of 
tenure. He himself had stuck to the land 
till he was nearly twenty years of age, 
when he got out of a job. He hunted the 
whole of the district for sixteen weeks, 
and everybody said there was no opening. 
The little he had saved soon went, and it 
was not before he got to Tilbury, which 
was a long way from Cambridgeshire, 
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that he found a job. Afterwards he 
wended his way back to his native 
county. He could assure the House 
that every lad who had been brought up 
in the country had a longing for the land, 
and his thought was always to get back 
to it if only he had a fair chance, 
Acting upon that impulse, he went back to 
the land and found work of a rough kind. 
Having left once more he again came 
back and found work in the stone pits, 
Then he got an allotment of a quarter of 
an acre, and his mind became centred upon 
that little plot of land. He remembered 
that on the first Jubilee Day of Her late 
Majesty he spent the beginning of it 
upon that allotment, while others were 
getting warm for the after day celebration. 
He kept at work at the stone pits for five 
years, and meanwhile his allotment’ ros: 
from a quarter to half an acre, 
a holding of one acre, then tly 
although he got the cow 
his right hon 
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the neighbourhood in waich a man lived, 
and in his ease, in order to get three acres, 
he had to have five plots in different 


places, in regard to some of which he paid 
£3 an acre and for 
higher price. He had a wil 
ashamed to help a little on the land, and 
he was enabled in the course of five years 
to lay the foundations of an existence 
which would make him a freer man. 
Some people talked about politicians being 
on the make, but the moment the laboure: 
got his foot upon the soil he prospered. 
The politician was not the only man 
who was on the make. and there was no 
harm in the labourer’ being 
make in order to acquire a little plot of 
land which would make him freer. 

freer and more independent a man 
the better he was. Out of the nine men 
who worked in his gang in the stone pits 
there were, including himseli, five who 
were able to leave and start on their own. 
Two of them had large farms under the 
Duke of Bedford, and in each case the plot 
of land had grown from portions of an acre 
to more. He got letters every day from 
agricultural labourers in all parts of 


some p rtion even 


Wao Was ot 


the country who felt that they had 
every right to tell him their stories. 


The effect of them was that in many 
cases the demand for land had in past 
years been met with a blank refusal. 
The difticulty they had to deal with was 
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that the large farmer was prejudiced 
against the smaller man, and that pre- 
judice was shared by the landlord, while 
the land agent did not want the trouble 
of a number of small holdings. In one 
instance that he knew the first question 
the land agent asked in regard to an 
application for a small holding was 
“What is your client in politics and 
religion?” The agent for the tenant 
said, “1 should have thought that that 


was the last thing that the man 
would have been asked about. All | 
can say is that the man is of sound 


character and good standing and he has 
the capital to work the small holding for 
which he is applying.” He would have 
thought that those recommendations were 
overwhelming, but the reply was, “Oh, 
well, you know, it is not quite that, but we 
do not want a lot of Radical Dissenters on 
the estate.” He felt that the time had 
come at last when the local councils 
should have power to act in those dis- 
tricts where they had been faced with 
that blank denial or refusal of land, and 
if the local authority refused the people 
the privilege they should have a right to 
appeal to a central body or Commission. 
That central body might be responsible 
to the Board of Agriculture or be the 
Board of Agriculture itself, but until 
the people felt in regard to questions 
of this sort that they had somebody to 
whom they could go, beyond those local 
people who could not, in many cases dared 
not, move, the situation was hopeless. 
Many of the smaller men knew that the 
difficulty they had to face was that if 
they moved in the matter they them- 
selyes would not get any small holdings. 
They were called firebrands, and had in 
consequence to suffer. Only last Wed- 
nesday he received a letter in which his 
correspondent said that in his district 
there were several hundreds of acres let 
in allotments or small holdings, but in 
every case when they made a move and 
“agitated” in order to make it felt that 


there was a demand for the land, 
those who had done the agitating 
did not get any small holdings. His 


correspondent said that in that par- 


ticular instance the land agent had 
taken up the matter and had doled 


out small holdings of land to men who 
wanted them, but the five men who had 
raised the question had been boycotted 
and could not get a foot of the land 
which had been granted. That was the 
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reason why, if the smaller councils and 
the smaller local district bodies were 
fettered, tongue-tied, and hand-tied, the 
people felt that they should have the 
right, as under this Bill, to yo to the 
centre where there was somebody who 
could inquire into the situation and find 
out whether there was a demand for land 
which was suitable and men who were 
suitable to take it. That seemed to be 
the difficulty, but his experience was that 
there were always far more suitable men 
demanding land than could get holdings, 
and whenever the landlord was favourable 
and offered land, if it was suitable and the 
rent was reasonable, there was always a 
greater demand than supply. But in some 
districts the land was not suitable, and in 
some cases the men who wished to acquire 
a small holding were not suitable. He 
himself was not in favour of taking men 
from the towns and puttmg them in 
colonies and trying to teach them the 
difference between a weed and a potato, 
when there were thousands of men in the 
rural districts who knew all about it and 
were prepared to put all their time 
apd energy into the work, and _ had, 
moreover, a little capital. He had been 
ready to go back to the land, and there 
were hundreds of others willing to do 
so, but they would not go back to he 
merely the day labourer of another man. 
He had no faith in the doctrine that 
a man who did his duty to his master 
had no reserve strength for his garden or 
allotment. He thought that a man who 
had done a fair day’s work for his master 
could still find time to cultivate his little 
pieceofland. Thenthere was the question 
of whether a man in that position of life 
should pay rent in advance, and that 
was a ticklish question for a poor man. 
He would take his own case. He 
paid the first quarter in advance and 
there was the rent to pay every quarter 
after he took possession, and a year from 
the day after he did so he had paid his 
fifth quarter’s rent. Because he had 
stated that, the landlord said “ Nicholls 
has stated that they ” (meaning the smail 
holders) “are paying five quarter's rent a 
year.” He had said nothing of the kind. 
What he said was that he had paid five 
quarter’s rent down before the land had 
been of any use tohim. After describing 
the advantages which labourers reaped 
from keeping pigs and the many ways 
in which a man with a low wage could 
and did make both ends. meet, when he 
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had a holding, he said he would like 
to do something to show that men of 
that class could be trusted to help 
them to tide over the difficulty of 
the first year, and to make it clear 
that the Liberal Government did really 
this time mean business and were 
going to help the larger number of 
people, even if they hit a few in order 
todo it. Afterall, every man, whatever 
his politics might be, must recognise that 


Small Holdings 


they had to look after the welfare of the | 
even though in doing it those | 


poor, 
who were better off had to suffer a little. 
In considering this Bill, everyone must 
see that they were going along the right 
line, and he believed that they would get 
some of the!Upposition to help in the work 


*Mr. LLEWELYN 
(Carmarthen District) 
House was to be congratulated on the 
tone of the debate, and on the 
speech of the hon. Gentleman who had 
just sat down. He gathered from the 
tone of the speeches which had come 
from the Opposition that the Bill would 
stand a fair chance of passing into law. 
He was glad that the question had now 
come to be regarded as urgent, for he felt 
sure that the depopulation of the rural 
districts of England and Wales was 
nearly as great as the depopulation that 
had occurred in Ireland during the last 
sixty years. In the Llandovery district 
of Carmarthenshire the population had 
gone down from 14,000 to 7,000 between 
1841 and 1901, or about 50 per cent ; the 
diminutions of population would also be 
found to be the same in many rural dis- 
tricts which he had tested by the census 
returns. Those diminutions must be 
looked upon as permanent, for the 
number of inhabited houses had dropped 
by 35 or 40 per cent. during those 
years. The right hon. Member for 
South Dublin did not believe that 


small holdings would be a deterrent to | 


depopulation, and had asked them to 
procure statistics to prove it. 


If a comparison were made of the number 
of farmers engaged in agriculture in 
Wales to-day with the number engaged 
in 1841, no appreciable decrease would 
be found, notwithstanding the fact that 
within the last few years rents had been 
high, tenure was more insecure than in any 
other part of the country, and men had 


Mr. Nicholls, 


{COMMONS} 


WILLIAMS | 
thought the | 


Wales | 
was a Jand of small farms, the average | 
holding running from 80 to 109 acres. | 
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had to sacrifice more for their religion 
and politics than anywhere else in the 
Kingdom. The cause of the rural de- 
population was due to the decline in the 
number of labourers from 66,000 in 184] 
to something like 33,000, a decrease of 
about 50 per cent. He agreed that some 
of those men must have left from economic 
causes. In Ireland, the rural population 
left for the Colonies or the United 
States, but in Wales they were fortunate 
in having had large industries developed 
within the last fifty years, and therefore 
| the agricultural labourer could secure em- 
| ployment either in the quarries or in the 
| mines of Wales. He did not sav that it 
| was possible to keep all the rural popula- 
|tion at home; it would not be good if 
|they could; but he thought that the 
rural depopulation had gone further than 
it ought, and it was necessary to prevent 





it. Therefore, he thanked the Govern- 
ment for introducing the Bill, which 
seemed to him to be the vest. the wisest 


and the most courageous of the measures 
for which they were responsible. It was 
not only in the interest of the agricultural 
labourer himself but also in the interest 
of the landlord and the farmer that the 
labourer should be kept on the 
rom his own knowledge of thos 
believed it was possible to get many of 
them back to the land, if proper condi- 
tious were offered. Whether that were 
so or not, he thought it was the duty of 
the House, in the interests oi the nation 
at large, and not merely in the interests 
of a class, at all events to see that the 
agricultural labourers who were stil] on the 
land were kept there. He thought the 
(rovernment had suggested the proper 
remedy. The first thing, undoubtedly, 
was to take away from the landlord the 
necessity for providing capital; and he 
quite agreed that the real reason why the 
landlords had been unable to act in the 
past was that their property was tied up in 
such a way that they were unable to pro- 
vide the necessary funds themselves. The 
Government, as he understood, in order to 
meet the position, were giving power to 
the county councils compulsorily to acquire 
land and to equip the small holdings 
with cottages, spreading the repayment of 


rina, 


e men be 


the money over eighty years. He 
thought that got over two of the 


greatest difficulties which had been ex- 
perienced in the past—the getting hold 
of Jand and equipping it with what was 
necessary for its proper cultivation. He 
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understood that the extent of the allot- 


ment would be raised from one acre | 


to five acres, and that the Act of 1892 
was not to be interfered with, though it 
was not to be encouraged, that the 
allotment could be bought by the small 
holder. Speaking for those small farmers | 
and peasants of Wales, he found that the | 
instinct of property was so highly | 

| 

| 

| 


developed in them that he was perfectly | 
certain that in order to get a better and | 
more speedy solution of the problem some | 
system of peasant proprietorship should | 
not be excluded. With regard to the | 
other remedy suggested in the Bill, he | 
had found from his experience of co- | 
-operative effort that the great difficulty | 
had always been to retain the young men | 
on the land in their own district, and the | 
failure of nearly every co-operative effort | 
with which he had been connected had | 
been due mainly to the fact that when the | 
young men who had started it migrated 
to other countries or to the towns, the 
nergy of those societies had disappeared. 
Now that the Government had taken the | 
matter in hand he hoped there would 
be a permanent organisation which would | 
keep alive the co-operative societies in | 
the country districts. With regard to/ 
credit banks there was one matter of | 
great importance to many country dis- 
tricts and especially to the Principality. 
A great deal was heard of the woes of | 
the landlords and the woes of the| 
tenant farmers, but very little was heard 
of the woes of the peasant proprietor who 
had been forced into buying his holding 
in order to secure fixity of tenure. 
Yet he knew cases where in order to 
secure fixity of tenure holdings had 
been purchased at seventy years purchase 
and where the tenant was paying more 
in interest than would be paid in rent. 
Nothing had, however, been proposed | 
for the relief of that class. He hoped 
when the Government established credit 
banks something would be done to 
alleviate the burdens of those poor people. 








*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said the 
speech of the hon. Member who had just | 
spoken was in favour of lightening the | 
burdens and difficulties of those who | 
would like to own the land. This Bill | 
put a positive barrier against the aspira- 
tions of that class. He fully admitted | 
the great advantages ot credit banks and | 
co-operative associations, but they had 
never thrived in countries where tenancies | 


VOL. CLXXIV. [FourtH Series. ] 





{27 May 1907} 





and Allotments. 1422 


prevailed. In Denmark, France, and 
Germany credit banks and co-operative 
associations were the natural outcome 
of ownership. Although by the efforts 
of associations and of private landowners 
co-operation had made some progress in 
this country, it was an exotic; it did 
not spring naturally from tenancies, and 
never could do so. He expressed the 
pleasure which he felt that the policy of 
small holdings was no longer in a 
debateable stage. They were all agreed 
on it. Thirty years ago it was a subject 
of ridicule and even of contempt. He 
thanked kis right hon. friend for his 
eloquent and lucid explanation of this 
measure, and also for the manner in 
which he had referred to his own en- 
deavours. The right hon. Gentleman 
had put the matter in the most favour- 
able light possible. It was not a 
political question and ought not to be a 
Party question. It was a question of life 
and death to the nation—one to which 
every other question was second. He 
read the speech made by the Prime 
Minister at the Holborn Restaurant 
with an immense amount of pleasure, 
and he agreed with all that was said by 
the right hon. Gentleman about depopula- 
tion and the necessity of dealing with 
the subject in the interest of the welfare 
of the people. He knew that the right 
hon. Gentleman was subjected to a great 
amount of pressure, and his hopes rose 
high when the right hon. Gentleman 


said there were to be provisions, 
sweeping and strict, to enable the 


peasantry to live on their holdings and 
to call their souls their own. There was 
not such a thing as a peasant in the 


country. The peasant was a man who 
owned his holding, and there were 


peasants in this country for 1,000 years 
until they were deprived of their land 
and became mere agricultural labourers. 
After that great flourish of trumpets, 
however, the outcome had not been what 
one had been led to expect ; and he was 
somewhat disappointed with it. His 
right hon. friend had said that they could 
not very well stay the stream of migration 
to the towns. He maintained that they 
could not only stay the stream, but 
reverse it. There were hundreds of 
thousands of men in the towns who had 
been brought up on the land, who knew 
all about it, who were good cultivators, 
and who would return to it on proper con- 
ditions. But they would not go back as 
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day labourers or tenants. He could show 
hundreds of letters to prove that if land 
purchase were the basis of the Bill, people 
would flock back to the land. 


*Mr. HARCOURT said the Govern- 
ment had adopted the Act of 1892 which 
gave an opportunity to purchase. This 
Bill was an addition to that. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said that was 
the mistake that had been made. To 
ask an agricultural labourer on a purchase 


of land of £200 or £300 to put down 20 | 
| The poor agricultural labourer 
When a Bill was | 


per cent. was to call upon him for some- 
thing he could not do. 


{COMMONS} 





introduced to remove that difficulty the | 


other day the Chief Whip said the 
Government could not let the Bill pass 
because they had a measure of their 
own. But the Government Bill did not 
touch that matter. The Government 
refused to remove that bar of poverty 
which was the one great drawback to 
the Act of 1892. That Act had been an 
unqualified success where it had been put 
into force. In Worcestershire they had 
overcome the 20 per cent difficulty. 
Some members of the council had ad- 
vanced money to suitable men, and in 
other cases payment had been postponed. 
In Worcestershire they could see men 
who had lived for twelve years in absolute 
prosperity on their little holdings, and 
the whole question was solved. The 
Act had not been a failure, except in 
areas, and that was because the county 
councils generally had not put it in force 
by reason of the money difficulty. If 
they would only take the large sum of 
money they were going to spend under 
this Bill and hand it over to the county 
councils for the purpose of putting the 
Act into operation they would find great 
results, whereas under the system now 
being proposed the money would be 
thrown away. The present Bill was 
admittedly opposed to peasant pro- 
prietors. No agricultural labourer in 
the country could ever hope under this 
Bill to possess a tiny bit of ground, 
But he would make the Prime Minister 
a present of a Bill in which he would 
find a solution of the whole problem 
without the paraphernalia of Land 
Courts and other expenses. [The right 
hon. Gentleman handed a copy of the 
Land Purchase Bill to the Prime Minister. ] 
A great deal had been heard about 


Mr. Jesse Collings. 
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* fixity of tenure.” What was “ fixity 
of tenure”? The Government did not 
give it; and it could not be given except 
by ownership. 


*Mr. HARCOURT: I expressly said 
I gave no fixity of tenure at all, except 
that derived from tenure under a public 
body. I said the fixity of tenure I gave 
was not one which would confer on the 
occupier any power of sale. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said that 
that made the Bill ten times worse, 
had to 
depend for his fixity of tenure and his 
rent upon the local authority. The 
local authorities were a changing body, 
and they might find upon those bodies 
men like the hon. Member for Preston, 
who thought they could measure up by 
rules all human interests and desires, 
total them up, and tell them exactly 
what they amounted to. Such men, if 
elected to the local,authority, might say : 
“This body of small holders has been 
paying £1 per acre for land which is 
worth 30s., and in duty to the ratepayers 
we ought to let it at the higher figure.” 
That kind of thing would assuredly 
happen under the local authority. If 
the poor labourer by his exertions made 
the land of more value, his rent would 
be raised, and if he were turned out he 
would get no compensation worth naming, 
It was absurd to say that small holders 
did not desire to own the land they culti- 
vated. The contrary was only common 
sense. The magic of ownership was 
intuitive, because it brought out the best 
powers of the cultivator in a manner 
which no form of tenancy could achieve. 
As to the proposed Commissioners under 
the Board of Agriculture, they had men 
at that Board second to none in ability, 
power, and understanding. They could 
not be bettered, and all that had to be 
done was to give them a little more 
help, and all the expense of this Com- 
mission would be saved. The present 
Government could not do anything 
without creating a new office, though 
they had everything to their hands. 
They reminded him of the proverb that 
“ A bad workman always complains of 
his tools.” The power of the Commis- 
sioners in the Bill was a monstrous 
proposition which would not be accepted 
in any country in Europe except Russia. 
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Were they going to allow a central body 
to override the wishes of the elected 
members of a local authority and make 
the ratepayers of that locality pay for 
something to which their elected repre- 
sentatives were opposed? How could 
they put such a proposition into force ? 
Were the elected members of it to be sent 
to prison? Would the ratepayers pay a 
rate when they had had nothing to do 
with striking it ? 
a proposal as was ever made. The right 
hon. Gentleman had described the Bill 
as the Bill of Rights of the labourer. 
All the loans and sinking fund and interest 
for which the local authority might 
become liable in putting the Bill into 
operation were to be paid by the rent. 
Was that a Bill of Rights for the labourer ? 
He was not afraid of compulsory purchase, 
but compulsory letting on the proposed 
scale suggested serious questions. It 
was one thing to give parish councils the 
power which they had hardly ever used, 
of letting one acre for an allotment, but 
quite another thing to establish a system 
of compulsory letting in regard to hold- 
ings which might run up to hundreds, 
perhaps thousands, of acres. There 
must be a house put up on the holding ; 
to whom was it to belong at the end of 
the lease? The housing question was 
solved by the tenant proprietary system, 
but not by the plan of hiring. In Wor- 
cestershire there had been an experiment 
with thirty-two small holdings, and in 
connection with about a dozen of those 
there were nice homesteads. They were 
included in the holdings, and the tenants 
paid back the price by annual instalments. 
lf the land was let under this Bill, 
what would become of the house at the 
end of the lease? That was a question 
to which he should like an answer. His 
right hon. friend had said there was going 
to be £100,000 spent under the Bill. lf 
that money were spent in enabling local 
authorities to put the 1892 Act in force, 
the difficulties would disappear, and all 
the proposed paraphernalia would be 
unnecessary. It was said that at the 
end of the term the tenant would have 
the right of compensation. That would 
depend upon whether in view of the 
county council he had observed all the 
conditions of cultivation which had been 
laiddown. Under this scheme there must 


not only be commissioners, but inspectors | 


to see that the land was properly culti- 


vated. The county council would be in | 
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the position of the landlord. Nothing of 
the kind was necessary under the owner- 
ship system, where the local authority was 
simply the receiver of well secured instal- 
ments every year. Reference had been 
made to the Report of Lord Onslow’s 
Committee. It should be remembered 
that not a single labourer, or anybody 
connected with labourers, gave evidence 
before the Committee. 
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Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
said he brought forward a tenant on his 
estate who was formerly a labourer. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said several 
tenants gave evidence, but there was 
no witness representing the labourers, 
although dozens could have been 
found to give evidence. The only 
legislation that had had any effect in 
keeping men upon the land had been 
promoted by the Unionist Party, and 
the Act of 1892 indicated the direc- 
tion in which legislation ought to go. 
One man who had acquired a holding 
under that legislation sold £600 
worth of produce in one year. But for 
that legislation the money would have 
gone to Belgium to pay for the stuff. He 
remembered going down on his knees 
almost to Mr. Gladstone, and asking him 
to do something of the kind, but the 
Party did not then care twopence about 
the agricultural labourers, except for 
political purposes—|{ MINISTERIAL cries 
of “Oh, oh.”] Mr. Gladstone came into 
power on an Amendment he had pro- 
posed, and when the Liberals climbed 
into office by the votes of the agricultural 
labourers, the latter were cast aside. 
He would ask his right hon. friend 
whether he could vindicate the adoption 
of tenancy in lieu of ownership, except 
on Socialistic grounds. Hon. Mem- 
bers below the gangway might plume 
themselves on having captured the 
Government, in that they had induced 
the introduction of tenancy instead of 
purchase. They did not want increase 
of ownership, and they had succeeded so 
far, but the question was whether it was 
best for the country. There were only 
two alternatives, the Socialistic principle 
of the nationalisation of the land, and the 
principle of purchase. He had studied 
the question for many years, both in 
England and in almost every country in 
Europe. In the case of Denmark, for in- 
stance, it was only after they had adopted 
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the principle of ownership that prosperity | never was and never could be, because 


began to flourish amongst the small 
holders. So in Germany and_ other 


continental countries, he found that the 
principle of ownership underlay every 
attempt for the improvement of the 
agriculture population. To adopt the 
principle of tenancy in the Bill would be 
to fly in the face of all experience. The 
welfare of the country—aye, its very 
existence—depended upon the restoration 


o: the peasant proprietor and the yeoman | 


tarmer. It was by legislation that they 
were destroyed ; and it was only by legis- 
lation that they could be restored. 
this Bill setup a barrier to their'restoration. 
It divided public opinion into two 
camps, one favoured by the Government, 
that there should be no occupier who 
was owner of the soil, and the other 
approved of by all Chambers of Agricul 
ture and by the villagers, namely, complete 
ownership. He hoped the time would 
come when the Unionist Party would 
place good, honest purchase and owner- 
ship on its banner. He agreed that at 
present that was an unauthorised pro- 
vramme. If they went into any village 
and put it to the agricultural labourers 
whether they would prefer tenancy under 
« local authority, which would be the 
worst form of tenancy, to ownership with 
the local authority only acting as the 
receiver of annual instalments, there 
would be a unanimous acceptance of the 
latter alternative, provided always that 
the bar of poverty were removed. He 
sympathised with the pathetic statement 


But 


of the hon, Member for Northampton- | 


shire of the longing desire of men born 
on the land to get back to the land. 
Arthur Young had well said that “the 


He believed that ownership would double 
the productiveness of the land. Why 
was that? Because a man who was 
dealing with his own land worked hard. 
It might be called slavery, but it was 
not. The man got up at five o'clock in 
the morning and worked upon his hold- 
ing in the interests of himself. He put 
his labour into his own land and it 
became his bank. He was surprised 
that right hon. and hon. Gentlemen 
vpposite should try to show the advantage 
of tenancy over ownership, because in his 
\iew ownership would be of an advantage 
not only to the individual but to the 
community. He agreed that there was 
no absolute property in land; there 
Mr. Jesse Collines. 


| the community had the right to demand 
| that it should be worked under conditions 
which should produce the very best, and 
in his view no conditions could produce 
the very best, unless the land was 
worked under a system of ownership, 
He must apologise for keeping the House 
so long, but he wished to urge his 
principle, which was that of an honest 
purchase at a fair price, and his conten- 
tion was that without that no small 
holder would be content. Let the Board 
‘of Agriculture, as an experiment, be 
directed to buy an estate of from four 
to five hundred acres, break it up into 
holdings of from five to fifty acres, and, 
totalling up the entire cost for roads and 
so on, put a fair price upon each. When 
such holdings. were advertised for sale 
on easy terms, with repayment, interest, 
and sinking fund by annual instalments, 
there would be hundreds of applications 
from men experienced in agriculture. 
Why should not that be done, instead of 
embarking on impossible schemes fore- 
doomed to failure ? 


*Mr. WINFREY (Norfolk, S.W.) said 
he rose with much pleasure to support 
the Bill. For fifteen years he had spent 
a good portion of his time in attempting 
to put into operation the Small 
Holdings Act of 1892, and the result had 
been most unsatisfactory. When the 
experiment was made in Lincolnshire of 
a county council purchasing three farms 
under that Act their experience was that 
not a single applicant desired to purchase 
holdings. He thought that the fixity of 
tenure under this Bill would be quite as. 
good as that which the tenant farmers of 


magic of property turns sand to gold.” | the country enjoyed at present. He 


;saw no reason why fixity of tenure 
should not be as great under a local 
|authority as under a private landlord. 
|The Bill proposed that the land should 
be purchased under sound economic 
| conditions, and that the money should be 
| borrowed and repaid over a term of eighty 
| years, the rents to cover the repayment 
‘during that term. They had found no 
| difficulty in so fixing the rents in Lincoln- 
| shire as to secure repayment in a term 
of fifty years. His right hon. friend 


| the land did not belong to the tenant, 


' but during that period the ratepayers 


had been pledging their credit, and were 
entitled to take possession of the land 


had said that at the end of fifty years. 
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considering that during the whole of the | 
period it had been let to the tenant at a | 
fair rent. As to the difficulty of taking | 


land ona lease for twenty-one years, and | 
erecting houses and buildings upon it, he | 


took it that no local authority would be 
likely to lease land for that purpose for that 
period. In many cases the question of 
erecting houses and buildings would 
not arise. Moreover, it was quite 
possible for a county council to buy 100 
acres of land adjoining 500 or 600 


acres which they had leased and 
erect the necessary buildings upon 


that so that the two schemes of pur- 
chase and leasing could run together. 
As to past legislation he did not 
wish to indulge in recrimination, but 
as the right hon. Gentleman boasted 
that the Party with which he was now 
allied was the only Party which had 
brought about any successful legislation 
in this matter, he must remind him that 
the Act of 1892 was a ghastly failure. 
Petitions were sent up from twenty- 
seven English counties asking for small 
holdings ; of those counties only six had 
put the Act into operation, and in those 
six counties only a paltry 800 acres of | 
land were acquired. That showed plainly 
the Act was a failure. In point of 
fact it was not passed with the inten- 
tion of its being a workiny Act, but as a 
window dressing Act upon which to go 
to a general election. Moreover the 
(sovernment knew that the failure of the 
Allotment Act of 1887 lay in the expense 
of putting the compulsory clauses into 
operation. Yet with that experience 
before them they deliberately passed a 
Small Holdings Act without any com- 
pulsory powers whatever. He did not 
condemn the Act of 1887 with- 
out a trial, For two years he ex- 
plained the Act in the villages in the 
district where he lived and they applied 
to the boards of guardians for 1,600 | 
acres of land. At the end of that period 
they had not succeeded in obtaining a 
single acre. The Act of 1887 gave very 
large powers of asking for land, but very 
small powers for getting it, and it was 
not until the county councils came in 
being in 1889 that they, succeeded 
in getting any land at all. Then 
they succeeded in getting 13 acres, for | 
which the board of guardians gave 
£67 an acre, and for which, after add- | 
ing the cost of management and an | 


estimated amount for bad debts, they | 
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charged the people 84s. an acre or 6} per 
cent. on the purchase price. The Goy- 
ernment recognised that the Act of 1887 
was a failure, because they brought 
in in 1890 an amending Act trans. 
ferring the powers to county councils. 
In his district they made use of this 
amending Act, and the compulsory powers 
which, though never used, had the ad- 
vantage that the mere threatening 
to enforce it led to agreements, and 
between 1890 and 1894 they succeeded 
in getting 800 acres of land for allotment 
purposes. He maintained, however, that it 
was not until the Parish Councils Act was 
passed the land needed was obtained for 
allotments. The official Returns showed 
that less than 3,000 acres were obtained 
under the Acts of 1887 and 1889 and before 
the Parish Councils Act was passed, while 
in the nine years succeeding 18,000 acres 
of land were obtained. The right hon. 
Member for South Dublin had said that 
ninety-nine out of every hundred land- 
owners tried to get small tenants on 
their land. He would like to know, 
where those landlords lived. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): All over the country. 


*Mr. WINFREY said that in that case 
as men of business they had made a 
dismal failure of their attempt. It 
seemed to him that the modern land- 
owning class did not go the right 
way to work in order to ascertain 
the wishes of the agricultural labourer 
as to small holdings. It was difficult 
to focus the demand for small holdings, 
because the agricultural labourers had 
no organisation, and the landowner with 
the best intentions did not get at the 
bottom of their views, whilst the larger 
farmers were quite out of touch with 
the labourer so far as small holdings were 
concerned. Those also who controlled 
estates in the hands of mortgagees or in 
the hands of the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners and other bodies did not consider 
the labourer. The agricultural labourer 
did not carry his heart on his sleeve, 
and was slow in his expression of opinion 
until he could ascertain whom he could 
trust. In the year 1885--and this 
showed the different point of view from 
which hon. Members opposite approached 
the question of allotments and small 
holdings—the right hon. Member for 
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Wimbledon was then one of the repre-! 


sentatives for Lincolnshire. In those 
days the Liberals advocated three acres 
and a cow, but the,right hon. Gentleman 
went up and down the county saying 


that half an acre was enough for any | 


working man. And he had the courage 
of his convictions, for when the Allot- 
ments Bill of 1887 was before the House | 
he put down an Amendment that no 
allotment should exceed half an acre. 
That was the spirit in which in times | 
past the Party opposite had approached 
the land question. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: We passed 
Bills for all that. 





*Mr. WINFREY: Yes, but they | 
were hardly worth the paper they were | 
printed on. The agricultural labourer | 
had no such organisation as had the skilled 
labourers of the town, and, therefore, it 
was very difficult to focus the demand 
for small holdings. Only a few days ago 
they had a deputation from Lincolnshire 
to see the Chancellor of the Duchy of 
Lancaster with respect to small holdings 
in Lincolnshire ; and only on the pre- 
vious day he had received a letter from 
one of that deputation, who was a small 
shopkeeper. The writer said that since the 
deputation he had suffered in his business, 
for on the previous Saturday his man (his 
correspondent was a grocer) when he 
called at the Royalty Farm was told that 
he was not to call there again for orders 
because Mr. Ward had heard that his 
employer had taken part in the deputa- 
tion. The writer had done business on 
the farm for thirty years with nearly all 
the people who resided on it. Mr. Ward 
was a non-resident farmer. There were 
several cottages on the farm, and the 
occupants had been actually told not 
to buy their groceries from this man 
who had supported small holdings. [An 
Hon. Memper: What parish ?] The 
man on his rounds was told by the 
tenants what had been said by Mr. 
Ward, who was a tenant under the 





Duchy of Lancaster, and had just 
recently been made a magistrate. But 


coming back to the question of small 

holdings in his district. Having gone 

through all the preliminaries with re- 

spect to allotments, and having fairly 

well succeeded with the parish councils 

in 1894, they were then able to make a 
Mr. Winfrey. 


and Allotments. 1432 
solid attempt to put the Small Holdings 
Act into operation. He thought, how- 
ever, that he would be able to show 
the House wherein that Act had failed. 
They succeeded, it was true, in purchasing 
three small farms. They arranged every- 
thing on sound economic lines. The 
rent covered the repayment of principal 
and interest, but although they did that 
they could not get the county council to 
proceed any further; they said they 
would wait to see whether the experiment 
was a success. That was thirteen years 
ago, and the county council were stil! 
waiting. He was chairman ‘of the com- 
mittee during the time, and they had a 
great many inquiries for small holdings, 
and for ten years there had been lying 
with the county council applications for 
at least 1,000 acres, but no further 
steps had been taken. Had it not been 
that the present President of the Board 
of Agriculture had come to their assistance 
by leasing them two farms of 700 acres, 
they would not have been able to do 
anything more to meet the demand in the 


district. They let the farms very success- 
fully to men who had made their 
allotments a success; these men _ had 


practically fixity of tenure as long as they 
paid their rents and cultivated the land 
properly. The moment they ceased to 
cultivate the land properly they ceased 
to be desirable tenants. It was quite 
true that they had only taken a lease of the 
farms for twenty-one years, but he thought 
that the owner was quite prepared to 
continue the transaction seeing that he 
was paid his rent regularly and was not 
asked for abatements. The demand 
of which he was speaking had been met 
and satisfied; and he maintained thet 
there was the same demand in many other 
parts of the country. When they first 
took those 700 acres they had the land for 
seven years, and, to show how little capital 
the men had, they were unable to let th: 
grass land as the applicants had only 
sufficient capital to take arable land; 
they had to let the grass land as accom- 
modation land toa local butcher, But 
in the second year some of the men said 
that they were ready to take the grass 
land, and £100 was spent in fencing 
it in. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) : 
Did you put up the houses on those 
small farms ? 
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*Mr. said the 


houses were divided into two tenements, | 


and there was also the shepherd’s 
house and three cottages on the farms, 
which gave accommodation for eight 
resident tenants. The whole of the 
other holders were men who lived in the 
surrounding district, and many of them 
had to go three or four miles to the land ; 
so they had been really under a disad- 
vantage because they had not the 
money to build cottages. 


The same | 


local landowner had a farm which be- | 


came vacant suddenly three weeks | 
ago, owing to the death of the 
tenant. His widow was obliged to call 


the creditors together, and there were 
considerable arrears of rent. There 
were at once several applications from 
different men living in the neighbourhood 
for small holdings. That farm was not 
near a village or even a hamlet ; it was a 
wide and scattered district in the Fens 
of Lincolnshire—a few small cottages, a 
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public house, a blacksmith’s shop, and a | 


chapel. The applicants had written to 
him saying that they could do with the 


farm, and within ten days the property 


had been let in ten small holdings. The 


farmhouse and the three houses upon it | 


vided accommodation for five tenants ; 


the other men were living in the neigh- | 


deceased farmer 
not been successful, but they hoped 
that the small holders would succeed 
where the larger holder had not  suc- 
ceeded. He would like to ask the right 
hon. Member for Wimbledon what had 
been done in the Sleaford Division during 
the last twenty years, and whether he had 
explained the Act of Parliament to the 
working men in that district. In the 
neighbouring Stamford Division there 
were some 4,000 acres of Crown lands. 
There had been a demand for small hold- 
ings there for thirty years, but up to now 
they had met with a blank refusal from 
the managers of those lands to let any part 
of them for small holding purposes. But 
the moment that policy was reversed 
petitions were sent to the Board of Agri- 
culture asking that some six or seven 
hundred acres in that particular dis- 
trict should be let for small holdings. 
He would like to give to the House as an 
illustration the case of a little village 
called Eastville, which contained a popu- 
lation of 400 people, an acreage of 2,657, 
and a rateable value of £3,924, where 
the men were applying for some 


bourhood. The 


had | 
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Duchy of Lancasters’ land. Upon that 
land there were six large farmhouses 
tenanted by foremen and only two 
resident farmers. This year eight young 
men left the village and two of them had 
gone to Canada, and none of those young 
men could get small holdings in the 
locality. In a letter received from a 
neighbouring parish where there was a 
better opportunity of getting small 
holdings the writer said— 

‘*T support the application for small holdings 
because [I have seen the advantage of them. 
In order to show that people will not only 
remain on the land when they can get it, but 
will also come back to it, I can name seventeen 
persons who left this parish as young men and 
after saving a little money they have come 
back and are now occupying land. They in- 
clude five ex-policemen, four ex-railway men, 
three ex-greengrocers, and three who have 
been abroad. As every house in the parish is 
occupied and as several houses have lately 
beeen built, I have no doubt the population is 
increasing. There area large number of young 
men who would hire small farms if they could 
get them, but stewards who had farms to let 
seemed to prefer to let them to men who had 
large occupations.” 

That wasin Lincolnshire. The statement 
was very often made that the land 
was very good in Lincolnshire, and that 
they could not do in other counties what 
was being done in Lincolnshire. He had 
made an experiment to see whether they 
could succeed upon land of half the 
capital value of that of Lincolnshire, and 
so he formed a voluntary association, who 
in 1500 purchased three farms in the 
county of Norfolk. The land cost them 
about £20 per acre, and they were letting 
it at about 20s. and 22s. per acre. The 
men they put upon that land had paid 
their rent regularly during the last six 
years, not one of them desired to pur- 
chase, and he thought they possessed 
a fairly good fixity of tenure. The 
steward who managed that estate wrote— 

“T paid a casual visit to Carbrooke in 
March. This is a farm of 109 acres and 
was previously occupied by a local farmer 
as an ‘ott’ farm. The farmhouse was 
not tenanted Sexcept by an aged female 
caretaker, and the labour employed was such 
as the farmer sent over casually trom his home 
farm. On going over the farm in March 1 
found our principal tenant (Haylock), a man 
with seven children, employing two labourers 
I found four tenants in addition working on 
the Jand with horses and a hired team, in all 
twelve horses and eightmen. The crops grown 
by the retiring farmer in the last year of his 
tenancy yielded not more than six coombs of 
barley and seven coombs of oats per acre. 
Haylock’s average for barley during the last 
three years has been eleven coombs. On his 
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fifty-seven acres I found three horses and 
twenty head of cow stock. During the year 
1905 he turned out twenty-six bullocks for the 
butcher, and in the following year 1906 he 
tattened eighteen bullocks and 116 sheep. In 
addition to maize Haylock has consumed on 
the farm eighteen tons of linseed cake during 
twelve months. He told me he had spent 
£200 in feeding stuffs in twelve months. 1 
have received applications for more land from 
four tenants on this farm, and from two of the 
sons of the present small holders.” 

That man only started farming three 
years ago with a capital of £100. What 
he was anxious to point out to the House 
was that the demand for these holdings 
existed, and that a certain amount of 
assistance was necessary to establish 
the men on the land. Quotations had 
been made in both Houses of Parliament 
from the correspondents of the Board of 
Agriculture with regard to the demand 
for small holdings in different counties. 
Some hon. Members had drawn from 
those Reports the conclusion that those 


Small Holdings 


who supported this Bill were exag- 
gerating the demand. There was a 


case in the county of Norfolk in 
which the correspondent of the Board 
of Agriculture wrote that small hold- 
ings were readily obtainable when 
required, but there was no_ particular 
demand for small holdings in the district. 
That was written by a man who had 
himself large farms about six miles 
away from this small holding which he 
could see every day as he drove to his own 
farms. In Cambridgeshire the experi- 
ment of the hon. Member for East 
Cambridgeshire was going to be a great 
success. In that case a Crown farm 
which the Crown had farmed for two 
years at a loss was taken up within three 
weeks by no less than seventy-eight men. 
The remarkable part of it was that the 
gentleman who gave up the farm 
happened to be the Board of Agriculture 
correspondent for the district, and he had 
reported that by far the greater portion 
of the land in the locality was totally 
unsuitable for small holdings. He could 
mention several other counties in the East 
of England where the demand for small 
holdings was not satisfied. In the Isle of 
Ely all the land was suitable for small hold- 
ings, and yet only 15 per cent. of it was 
occupied by small cultivators. He knew 
a case where forty labourers were pro- 
vided with allotments under the 1894 
Act, and the movement had extended 
until to-day there were 120 persons, 
principally labourers, occupying small 
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holdings varying in size from four to 
sixteen acres. On those holdings thirty- 
seven new cottages had been erected, 
and, besides, many other buildings 
had been rebuilt or enlarged. Surely those 
facts ought to dispel any fear as to the 
success of the movement in that particular 
district. The same might be said with 
respect to Leicestershire. While taking 
part in the recent county council election 
in Leicestershire he spoke on the small 
holdings question, and fired with 
enthusiasm one of the candidates who 
succeeded in winning a seat. That 
gentleman had lately written to him as 
follows— 

“T spent last night at Newbold amongst 
the men and was agreeably surprised. I find 
that most of them have got a little money and 
although colliers are keen to have a bit of 


land. All have had farm experience and can 
milk. There are five men already keeping 


cows although they have not a yard of land. 
They put them out to agistment in the 
summer and buy hay and roots for them in the 
winter. ” 

This was useful as showing that not only 
arable land, but grass land was required. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Dublin had said that in his district 
small holdings had been the rule for 
thirty years, and that the system had not 
stopped depopulation. When the right 
hon. Gentleman was speaking, he inter- 
posed the remark that the small holdings 
in the western counties were not 15 per 
cent. of the whole of the agricultural 
land, and the retort was that the land 
was not suitable for small holdings. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it was 
quite obvious what he meant. He meant 
that small holdings had from time imme- 
morial existed in his part of England 
where the land was suitable. Experi- 
ments such as those to which the hon. 
Gentleman had been referring would not 
be successful if tried on Salisbury Plain. 


*Mr. WINFREY said that was why the 
right hon. Gentleman should not have 
used the argument that it did not stop 
depopulation in his district. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: Not at all. 
If the land was divided into one-third 
which was suitable for small holdings, 
and two-thirds which were not suitable, 
it would be found that depopulation had 
gone on as much in one part as 1n the 
other. 

*Mr. WINFREY said the right hon. 
Gentleman’s experience was quite the 
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opposite of his own, and as he had | 
challenged anyone to give evidence that | 
small holdings had stopped the rural | 
exodus, he would take up the challenge. | 
In 1881 the census was taken of the | 
population in nineteen parishes in South 
Lincolnshire—that was before the allot- 
ment movement had got a start—and | 
the next census was taken in 1891. The. 
falling off in the population in that decade 
in those parishes was 2,280. The Allot- 
ments Act did not come into operation 
until 1890, and the Small Holdings Act 
until 1892. Operations were also com- 
menced under the Parish Councils Act of | 
1894. In the same parishes during the 
decade from 1891 to 1901 the decrease in 
the population was only 115. He ventured 
tosay that when the census was taken 
in 1¥11 those parishes would show an 
increase of population. That was entirely 
due to the development of allotments and 
small holdings, and therefore he heartily 
welcomed this Bill, for he was certain 
that other districts throughout England 
could do as well as they had done in 
Lincolnshire. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY said 
they had had a very long speech from 


the hon. Member who had just sat down. 
Some of it was very interesting, but a 


j great deal of it was unnecessary under 


the circumstances. The hon. Member 
seemed to take as his theme the neces- 
sity of proving to the House that the 
Bill, which would facilitate the creation 
of small holdings, was opposed on the 
There 


have been directed against them. 
Mr. WINFREY: 


exceptions. 
CoLoNEL KEN YON-SLANEY did not 
think the hon. Member said that there 


were exceptions. The hon. Member had 
no justification whatever for his attack on 


I said there are 


the Opposition, and with his extremely | 
' which would stand in quite a different re- 


limited knowledge of land he should 
be careful how he made unpleasant 
attacks on those who had spent their 
lives trying to understand the subject. 


He understood from the right hon. | 
Gentleman who introduced the Bill 
that his desire was to facilitate the 


creation of small holdings and_allot- | 

. . . . | 
ments, but his right hon. friend, in| 
his reply, had made it plain that there | 
would not be much difference of opinion 
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on the two sides of the House as to that 
object, though there was a difference of 
opinion as to the way in which it was to be 
attained, It was on that point, after all, 
that discussion was most likely to be use- 
ful. Several hon. Members had spoken as 
if the chief object of the Bill was to arrest 
the progress of rural depopulation, which 
it was contended was mainly due to the 
abstraction from the land of the rural 
labourer. There were other descriptions 
of labour employed on great estates, in 
building, in drainage, a in the mainte- 
nance of the establishment. That was 
largely decreased when the power of 
landowners to live on their estates was 
taken away from them, and it was that 
which had very largely caused de- 
population in many districts. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that no 
attempt would be made by advancing 
loans to landlords to induce them to 
create small holdings of their own accord. 
He thought that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had made a mistake in that respect. 
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'The object of increasing such holdings, 


properly equipped and let at reasonable 
rents, would be attained more rapidly by 
facilitating their creation in the way he 
had suggested than by setting them 
up through public bodies or by spend- 
ing money through those bodies. With- 
out destroying the Bill, provision could 
be made for the possibility of land- 
lords themselves being able to take up 
the loans for the purpose of creating 
small holdings. In that event he believed 
that better tenants would be selected 
than by public bodies, that the land 
would be let at a smaller cost, and that 
the loss, if any, would fall on the land- 
lords and not upon the ratepayers. It 
was a matter of common knowledge 


|amongst those familiar with rural life 


that the owners of land were long 
suffering, helpful to their tenants, and 
kind to the poor among them when 
bad times came. That would be 
impossible in the case of public bodies, 


lationship to the tenants. It would be 
their duty to the ratepayers to insist on 
rents being punctually paid, and in times 
of illness or distress they would not be 
able to show the same consideration as 
private landlords. What would be the 
position of the public bodies? The land 
having been acquired, buildings would 
have to be erected, and the occupier 


‘would have to pay the full rent plus 
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the interest on the loan, and thus would | 
be in a position comparing unfavourably | 
with his neighbour. That would be the 
subject of grievance and difficulty. It 
was a grave responsibility to try to 
withdraw a man from well-paid labour 
and the assistance he could get from a | 
friendly landlord in order that he might | 
set upasmall holding. There were several | 
questions of detail on which he wished to | 
touch. As he understood it the loan was | 
to be repaid, principal and interest, in 
eighty years; but if the holding became 
vacant at the end of a fourteen years | 
lease, who would be responsible for the | 
unpaid portion of the loan ? The success 
of small holdings depended very largely | 
on the surroundings and the industries of | 
the locality, and if such experiments 
as had been made were investigated | 
he thought it would be found that success 
of the smallholder depended upon the 
individual, and was due also to the fact 
that he had the means of supplementing 
his earnings by some other work or by 
hiring his horse. If there was a class 
in the country to whom it was of 
importance to make the condition 
of the rural people happier, it was | 
the landlord class. Those who lived on 
their land would know all the condi- 
tions and the surroundings, and could 
calculate the chances of success or 
failure for the small holder. There 
were hundreds of thousands of acres 
of light land where the experiment of 
small holdings was doomed to failure. 
It would he very easy to find faults with 
the Bill, but he would reserve a good 
many of his criticisms for a later stage. 
He assumed, however, that the introduc- | 
tion of the Bill implied the withdrawal 
of the Scottish Small Holders Bill. It | 
would be an extraordinary position if | 
both measures were proceeded with, | 
because they set up different principles | 
and different modes of procedure applic- | 
able to different parts of the island where 
exactly the same conditions prevailed. | 
When the Bill was printed he would | 
consider it, not in a hostile mood, but with 
an earnest desire to understand and | 
appreciate its merits, if it should turn out | 
to be a fair-minded effort to establish a | 
system of tenure which many landlords 
had done their best to promote. 


Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir W. 
Rogson, South Shields) said the right 
hon. Gentleman who had just spoken had 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 
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| that this 


| failures. 
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said that there was no opposition in the 
House to small holdings, and he welcomed 
that statement: indeed it 
which went no further than he expected, 
He thought at that stage it was well to 
look for any common ground of agreement 
that had been disclosed by the debate, 
Both sides of the House were agreed that 
an increase of smal] holdings was desir. 
able, and he thought they were also 
agreed that such an increase was a proper 
object of direct action by the State, 
That also had been proved by the 
antecedent legislation of both Parties, to 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 


| Member for the Bordesley Division had | 


referred. Whatever was the value 
of the antecedent legislation, it at 
least showed that both sides, all 


Parties in the House, were of opinion 
was a proper subject for 
some national effort. He was surprised 
that some Members, including the 
right hon. Member for Bordesley, were 
apparently contented with the state of 
existing legislation. [Mr. COLLINGs dis- 
sented.| ‘lhe Acts of 1887 and 1892 


| were clearly and obviously failures. [Mr. 


CoLutinGs: Not at all.] The Act of 1887, 


| for instance, as far as the compulsory 


clauses were concerned, had resulted in 
sixteen acres, and there were less than 
1,000 acres purchased by agreement. The 
results of hiring by agreement were little 
better, and taking everyone of the trans- 
actions from 1883 up to 1892 about 3,000 
acres were dealt with; but when they 
come to the Act of 1894, which had 
been unfavourably compared with former 


Acts, under it 15,000 acres had 
been dealt with, and 30,000 tenants 
put upon the land. Those results he 


took from official figures. It was 
said that the Acts of 1887 and 1892 
had led up to those agreements, | ut 
let him ask the House to consider why 
tho Acts of 1887 and 1892 were such 
The Act of 1887 was a failure 
because the whole administration was in 
the hands of district councils who were 
notoriously antipathetic to allotments 
generally. Then when the matter came 
into the hands of the county councils 
they had to go through an expensive 
procedure involving a public inquiry, and 
the system of the transfer of property 
was one of the most cumbrous ever 
devised by the wit of man. That was 
not by any means the end, because, under 
the Act of 1887, after the county council 


was one: 
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had passed the provisional order, the 
Local Government Board came on the 
scene and had to pass a Bill to confirm 
the provisional order. Could anyone 
wonder that no more than 
acres only were obtained? The Act 
of 1887 had proved a failure because 


of the costly and cumbrous nature 
of the proceedings; and the Act 


of 1892 was a failure because it avoided 
compulsion altogether, and left the 
operation of the measure to voluntary 
agencies and the option of the county 
councils, which when left alone were not 
very friendly to either allotments or 
small holdings. They were responsible 
for 800 acres under the Act of 1892, 
which was not a very promising state of 
things. From the failure of those two 
Acts the Government had learnt two 
lessons—first, that any legislation must 
provide a simple and cheap procedure ; 
and, secondly, that the administration 
must be entrusted to people who were 
sympathetic with the object. Those 
were the two main purposes the Govern- 
ment had in view. Then the preliminary 
inquiry should be made as cheap as 
possible, and the Government had taken 
the cost of such inquiries off the 
particular transaction between the county 
council and the tenant. That was a 
great relief to the tenant, because, under 
the Acts of 1887 and 1892, the cost fell 
upon the tenant, and it was almost im- 
possible for anyone to proceed under any 
such conditions. It was only just and 
fair to limit the cost that the tenant had 
to incur to the commercial aspect of the 
transaction. The rates would, according 
to the Bill, be very carefully guarded, 
though there would be a small expendi- 
ture incurred by the Exchequer, mainly 
tor the salaries of officials. The mght hon. 
(Gentleman for South Dublin had asked 
who was going to bear the loss of the 
constant depreciation in cases where 
holdings deteriorated in value owing to 
the operations of the tenant. 
thought his right hon, friend had made 
it quite clear that it was the county 
councils. That was a very great safe- 
guard both to the landlord and to 
the tenant. With regard to the power of 
the Commissioners to borrow money and 
to impose loans on the county councils, 
the Commissioners had no direct and 


explicit power to borrow under the. 


Act either on their own or 


else’s behalf, 


anyone 
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Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) said, it was 
a pity that in this debate there 
should have been such a great amount 
of rivalry between the two Parties 
as to which in the past had done most to 
promote the establishment of small hold- 
ings and allotments. He did not 
think that the right hon. Gentle- 
man who introduced the Bill had made 
that a point, but the hon. Member for 


| South West Norfolk had endeavoured 


to show how little the Conservative 
Party had contributed in the past 
towards providing small holdings, 
while the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man who had just sat down had 
gone the length of quoting a great many 
figures which he (Lord Willoughby de 
Eresby) did not think proved very 
much, But, after all, a little practical 
experience on these matters was worth 
something, for he had always discovered 
that as soon as an Act of Parliament was 
passed on a subject such as that with 
which the present Bill dealt, Members 
went down to their constituencies and 
one side would say that the Bill was of 
very little use, and the other would declare 
that it was the charter of freedom of 
the agricultural labourer, that they were 
all going to get allotments, and were all 
going to do wonders with them. It had 
always been his experience that as soon 
as legislation of that kind was passed 
there was a number of applications for 
small holdings. It had occurred in his 
own case when a Bill had been passed, 
and he had always been very pleased to 
fall in with the wishes of the workmen 
who made the applications. But after a 
while, when the interest had subsided, 
one saw that the allotments began to be 
given up. In his own case, and he was 
sure that it was the same in many others, 
a number of the small holders had fallen 
out, and the land was held by a few 
instead of by alarge number. Personally 
he believed that the Bill would have the 
effect of increasing the number of applica- 
tions for small holdings in certain parts of 
the country, but he believed, also, that, as 
soon as the talk about the Bill had 
ceased they would go back to exactly 
the same state of affairs as before. The 
hon. Member for South-West Norfolk hax 
quoted the case of Lincolnshire. He 
thought that no man had taken a keener 
interest in this question than the hon. 


| Gentleman, and he knew perfectly well 
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that in several instances the hon. Member 
had been very successful in his experi- 
ments with small holdings. There could 
be no doubt that he had looked wisely 
into the matter, and had chosen land 
‘that was suitable for small holdings. 
But where he thought the Bill would 
break down was that, while it was true 
that a certain number of big farms could 
be turned into small holdings sucess- 
fully, yet those were cases in which there 
were buildings to accommodate the 
tenants, or some of them. Besides the 
instance of successful experiments in 
Lincolnshire, there was the case of the 
hon. Member for Newmarket, who he 
believed had taken one of the large 
farms in his district and cut it up into 
small holdings, which had turned out 
very successfully. But it was to be 
noted that in none of those instances 
did the success take the form of bringing 
people back to the land, and that 
was the whole crux of the matter. 
It was perfectly easy to turn a farm 
‘into small holdings, but they must 
have houses for the tenants to live in. 
If there were houses already in existence 
the thing could be carried out ; but the 
moment they had to build houses, to 
provide accommodation for the stock, 
and to furnish all the implements and 


Small Holdings 


the one hundred and one things 
necessary to the equipment of a 
holding, they were met with the 


ditticulty of the great initial cost which 
people could not afford to pay. It was 
not the experience of local bodies alone, 
but of landlords and others with know- 
ledge of these matters, that, where small 
toldings had been successful, in almost 
every instance it was found that there 
were buildings for the accommodation of 
the tenants. The right hon. Gentleman 
in introducing the Bill had said that he 
did not believe that certain farmers 
would approve of it, but that they 
would be wrong to disapprove of it 
because the measure would help to keep 
people on the land. He did not think 
that the right hon. Gentleman was very 
sanguine of getting more people back to 
the land ; in fact, he had said that what 
they wanted was to keep on the land the 
people who were there now. He had also 
stated that farmers ought not to object to 
small holdings because, by their agency, 
they{would have their labourers at hand. 
A large number of farmers, however, had 
‘stated to him that the labourers with 


Lord Willoughby de Ereshy. 
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small holdings were absolutely useless 
to them, because they were always most 
busy with their holdings when the work 
on the farms was at greatest pressure, 
and at the very moment when the 
farmers most needed their services. He 
did not himself think that the Bill would 
in any way help the farmer in respect of 


providing him with labourers. He knew 
that the hon. Member for Preston 


objected to anything in the way of sub 
sidised industries, because it would be 
a bounty, according to him, and break 
through the blessed rules of free trade. 
He had always believed himself that if 
they wanted to get more people back to 
the land they would have to devise 
something acceptable to the owners of 
the land, and something acceptable to 
the farmers and labourers of the country 
generally, instead of spending money on 
wild-cat schemes like that now proposed, 
which might succeed in some instances 
wherethe building difficulty did not present 
itself. If they wanted allotments andsmall 
holdings to succeed, why did they not in 
some way, out of Government funds, 
provide money for the building of houses 
in the country in order to assist their 
object? If they went to the landlords 
of the country and said, “Give us half an 
acre of land, free of charge, and we will 
put up the cottage, for which of course a 
rent will be charged,” he believed that 
in hundreds of cases the landlords would 
give them free of charge the sites for the 


erection of cottages. Such a scheme 
would have a far greater effeet in 


keeping people on the land than the 
present proposal. One of the causes 
of rural depopulation was the fact that 
labourers’ cottages were frequently so bad. 
If some such principle as that were 
adopted he believed they would be doing 
far more good than by spending such large 
sums of money in Scotland and England 
upon schemes which he did not believe 
would be a'success, and were economically 
unsound. The Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies had informed them that 
they were going to have a Bill:under which 
an authority in London would supply the 
ginger for the small holdings. The noble 
Lord the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture was to provide the ginger, but 
who was going to find the sugar! If 
county councils were forced to hire land 
for allotments and small holdings he felt 
sure that ultimately they would be 
thrown upon their hands. In that case 
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who would have to make good the loss ? | 
The Solicitor-General had told them that | 
the county councils would be responsible, | 
but in case a scheme proved to be a} 
failure they would have to fall back on | 
the rates. In other words that meant | 
that the neighbouring land would have 
to bear a rate of 2s. or 3s. in order 
to make good the loss. Such losses ought 
to fall not upon the local rates but upon | 
the public exchequer. Although he did | 
not intend to oppose this Bill as a whole, 
he believed that a universal system of 
small holdings would not be successful 
until they were placed under a system of 
peasant proprietors or some other form of 
ownership. A man was sure to work 
harder as an owner than as a tenant, and 
there were many troubles which he would | 
overcome as an owner which he would | 
not overcome as a tenant. Unless it was | 
in those particular districts which were 
adapted for growing early potatoes or | 
fruit farming, or some other special form 
of cultivation, he did not believe that 
small holdings were economically sound, | 
and if they attempted to produce meat | 
and corn upon small holdings he did not | 
believe they would be successful. In| 
producing corn in this country they | 





had to compete against the whole | 
world. How did they grow corn in 


and the Western States of 
America? Did they divide the land up | 
in small holdings? Certainly not. | 
They ploughed towards the horizon, 
and there was nothing wasted. In 
ploughing three or four acres in this 
country the farmer had to turn his plough | 
round thirty or forty times where the 
Canadian farmer only had to turn it once. | 


Canada 


*Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- | 
Lyme) said he should not have intervened | 
at all in the debate but for some words | 
which had fallen from the Prime Minister 
at Question time. There was only this 
week left to them to influence the 
Government in what might prove a 
critical session, and he for one did 
not mean to allow the chance to pass. 
In his opinion this Bill could not be a 
success unless it was preceded by a 
Valuation Bill. What was the machinery 
suggested for purchasing the land? lt 
had to be purchased by the county 
council from private landowners, after 
certain expensive preliminaries, and upon 
the decision of a single arbitrator. The 
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arbitrator had to decide between the local 
landlord and the public purse. The 
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local landlord was generally a popular 
and influential person. Under those cir- 
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cumstances human nature would not 
be what it was if the landlord did 
not get the best of the bargain. 


Everybody knew what happened when 
a landlord went to arbitration with 
a public body or corporation in regard 
to the price to be paid for a piece of land. 
When a railway company or a public 
body obtained compulsory powers to 
purchase land and compelled a landlord 
to sell even a piece of land for a small 
bridge or a siding, the landlord generally 
asked about ten times as much as it 
was worth and he often succeeded 
in getting five times more than its 
proper value. Hon. Members knew 
that that was what invariably happened. 
He did not wonder that the Bill had 
been received fairly well by hon. Gentle- 
men on the other side of the House, 
because it seemed to him to be very 
largely a landlord’s endowment Bill. 
After the land had been bought, it was 
to be parcelled out among the untor- 
tunate small holders, [Cries of “ Divide.”| 
There was no division. This Bill was 
welcomed by the other side. No one 
need stop. Ifthe land was bought in that 
way, and taken up by the small holders 
at the enhanced price, and if they had 
to pay a sinking fund to clear off 
all the charges in respect of land and 
buildings in eighty years, a fourth of 
them would be bound to go bankrupt 
before very long, and as soon as they 
went bankrupt the whole of the loss on 
the experiment fell on the rates. They 
would avoid all that if they produced a 
scheme which based the purchase price 
on a general uniform valuation all over the 
country. If they did that, they would 
be able to buy land at a price which 
might enable the small holder to make 
it pay. Personally, he should urge upon 
hon. Members that by far the best way 
of dealing with the question of small 
holdings, and getting the land used 
properly, was to have an entire reform 
of the system of local taxation. Until 
the rates were based, not on improve- 
ments as now, but on the unimproved 
value of land, they could not hope to 
get the land used in the best possible: 
way. If they based the rates on the 
unimproved value, they would induce 
landlords to use the land in the best 
possible way. It was only by bringing 
the land'ord to the tenant, and not the 
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‘tenant to the landlord, that they could 
hope to solve this question. 


*Mr. HUNT said he agreed with 
the hon. Gentleman opposite that 
there was a great demand for small 
holdings,in the country. His experience 


Adjournment 


was that a working man_ would 
very much rather rent land than 
buy it. So far as ordinary allotments 


were concerned, he certainly thought 
that there should be compulsion to 
provide them at a reasonable price under 
fair conditions. It must, however, be 
remembered that in providing allot- 
ments there would have to be provision 
for houses, buildings, fences, and water 
supply. The moment a man got a small 
holding he was faced with the diffi- 
culty of providing these necessary 
things. The hon. Member for the 
Newton division did not say in his 
excellent speech whether, in connection 
with the cases to which he referred, 
buildings had been provided, or whether 
the tenants of the land merely took 
houses which were close by. The ques- 
tion of new houses, buildings, fences 
and water supply was at the bottom of 
this matter of providing small holdings. 
What was going to happen in regard to 
the buildings on a large farm for which 


large buildings had been especially 
erected after half the land had been 
taken and parcelled out in small 


That was a question which 
had to be considered. But the biggest 
difficulty, after all, was that they 
could not get labourers back on the land 


holdings / 


{COMMONS} 





under present conditions, because they 
could not provide land and buildings at 
a price which would pay even two per | 
That was the difficulty which | 


cent. 
the Government had got to face, | 


and unless they faced it, they were | 
bound to get into a mess over the | 
Bill. He knew that there was a great | 
yearning among agricultural labourers | 
for small holdings, and he should be only | 
too delighted to provide small holdings | 
if it were possible to do so, but it could 
not be done under present conditions. 
The difficulty was that people did not 
get enough money for their produce to 
enable them to pay the rates and taxes 
and the rent which wuuld be required 


for the interest on the necessary 
outlay. The produce of other parts 
of the world was coming into this 


country without any taxation at all. He 





would put it in this way. All the things 
Mr. Wedcwood, 
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we produced from the land in this 
country, from a_ bullock to an egg, 
were very heavily taxed because the 
land was very heavily taxed. ll 
foreign nations with their cheap land 
and cheap labour were actually given 
a bounty through the free entrance of 
their products into this country. Could 
agriculture be expected to flourish jn 
this country when subjected to these 
hopelessly unfair conditions ? 


*Mr. J. D, WHITE (Dumbartonshire), 
considered that the system of purchase 
would not work satisfactorily unless it 
were preceded by a measure for the 
reform of valuation and rating, which 
would bring the cost of land down to its 
fair market price. If that were not done 
the prices would remain too high, and 
the burden would ultimately fall on those 
who had to repay it by instalments, 
while the plan would also have its useful- 
ness impaired by the fact that as soon as 
a man improved his property the valua- 
tion and the rates would be raised against 
him. What was needed in the first 
instance to secure to our producers 
fair play as compared with their foreign 
competitors was that they should be 
able to obtain the land on reasonable 
terms and be assured that their rates 
would not be raised agzinst them in 
consequence of their improvements, 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Harcourt, Sir Henry Campbell-Banner- 
man, Mr. Burns, Sir Edward Strachey, 
Mr. Lambert, and Mr. Solicitor-General. 
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“To amend the Law relating to Small 
Holdings and Allotments,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 212.] 

MUNICIPAL ELECTIONS BILL, 

Read a second time, and committed to 

a Standing Committee. 





PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY (No. 2) BILL 
Read a second time and committed to 
a Standing Committee. 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER adjourned 
the House, without Question put, pur 
suant to the Standing Order. 

Adjourned at 


minutes after 
o clock, 


twenty-five 
Twelve 


commencenient of a Speech indicates vevision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
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The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with:—Gas and 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
[H.L. |; Tramways Orders Confirmation 
l.] Electric Lighting Provisional 


Order (No. 2) [H.L.]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Order (No. 4) [H.L.] ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 4). 


Also the certificate that the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with in 
respect of the petition for the following 
Bill :—Alton Military Hospital. 


Also that the Standing Orders have | 
not been complied with in respect of the | 


petition for additional provision in the 


following Bill :—Broadstairs and St. 
Peter’s Urban District Water [H.L.]. 
And also the certificates from the 


examiners that the further Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with :—Great 
Northern and City Railway. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Harrison's Patent Bill [H.L.]; General | 
Accident Fire and Life Assurance Cor- | 


poration, Limited, Bill [H.L.]; Heywood 
and Middleton Water Board Bill | H.1.] ; 
Pontypridd Urban District Council 
Bill [H.t.]; North British Railway 
Bill [H.L.| ; Coventry Corporation Water 
Bill [H.L.], now Coventry Corporation 
Bill {H.L.}: Midland Railway Bill [H.1.}. 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


Education -Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London No. 2) Bill [H.L.] ; 
Education Board Provisional 
Confirmation (Surrey, ete.) Bill [H.L.] ; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
1) Bill [H.L.]. Committed. 


Lancashire and 
Bill; Leeds Corporation Bill; London 


VOL, CLXXIV. [FourTH SEriEs.] 
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Orders | 


Yorkshire Railway | 
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, County Council (Tramways and Improve- 
| ments) Bill; King’s Norton and North- 
| field Urban District Council Bill ; London 
and North-Western Railway Bill ; London 
United Tramways Bill; Penrith Urban 
District Council Bill. Brought from the 
Commons, read 1*, and referred to the 
| Examiners. 





Baines’ Name Bill [u.1.] ; Borax Con- 
solidated Bill [H.L.]. Returned from the 
Commons agreed to. 





Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tram- 
ways Bill [u.L.]; Manchester Ship Canal 
| (Bridgewater Canal) Bill |[H.L.]; West 
| Yorkshire Tramways Bill [H.L.]. Re- 
| turned from the Commons agreed to, 
| with amendments: The said amendments 
| considered, and agreed to. 


Newquay and District Water Bill [1.1]. 
| Returned from the Commons agreed to, 


| with amendments. 


| 3irmingham Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; 


| Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas 
| Bill. Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


Oregon Mortgage Company, Limited, 
Order Confirmation Bill. Brought from 
ithe Commons, read 1"; to be printed ; 
and (pursuant to the Private Legislation 
| Procedure (Scotland) Act 1899), deemed 
to have been read 2% (The Lord 
Hamilton of Dalzell), and reported from 
the Committee. (No. 57.) 


PARLIAMENTARY 
(RECESS). 


PAPERS 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the following Papers, having 
| been commanded to be presented to this 
| House by His Majesty, had been so 

presented on the following dates by 
delivery to the Clerk of the Parliaments, 
pursuant to Standing Order No. CXL, 


viz.— 


TRADE REPORTS—I. ANNUAL 


| 
| = 
| 


SERIES. 
No. 3791. France (Cherbourg). (17th 
| May.) 
3792. Russia (Rostov-on-Don). 


| No. 
| (22nd May.) 

No. 3793. United States (States of 
| Oregon, Washington, and Idaho). 


3F 
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No. 3794. United States (New York). | 
No. 3795. Italy (Finances). 
No. 3796. Germany. 
No. 3797. Russia. 


No. 3798. Turkey (Beirut and Coast 
of Syria). (23rd May.) 

No. 3799. Italy (Lombardy). 
May.) 

No. 3800. China (Wuhu). 


(24th 


No. 3801. China (Hankow). 
No. 3802. China (Nanking). 
No. 3803. Japan (North Formosa). 


(25th May.) 


II. MISCELLANEOUS SERIES 
No. 660. Japanese Paper Mills. (23rd 
May.) 
30ARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 
I. Annual Report of proceedings under 


{LORDS} 


| 
| 


(Recess). 1452 


andum on the management and character 
of those schools in respect of public con- 
trol and freedom from denominational 
restrictions. (25th May.} 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

I. Thirty-fourth Annual Report, by the 
Accountant for Scotland, to the Scottish 
Education Department. (22nd May.) 

II. Report of the Committee of 
Council on Education in Scotland, with 
Appendix (1906-1907). (24th May.) 


CONGESTION IN IRELAND (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 


Fourth Report of the Commissioners, 


| with Appendix (Minutes of evidence 


| 
| 
| 


the Tithe Acts, 1836 to 1891, the Copy- | 


hold Act, 1894, the Inclosure Acts, 1845 


to 1899, the Agricultural Holdings Acts, 
i883 to 1900, the Drainage and Improve- | 
ment of Land Acts, the Universities and | 


College Estates Acts, 1858 to 1898, the 


Glebe Lands Act, 1888 and certain other | 
’ ’ 
| OL expulsion orders made during that 


Acts, for the year 1906. (17th May.) 


II. Memorandum by the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries upon the | 


| 


Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Bill, | 


1907 (H.L. No. 24). (22nd May.) 
BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

I. (List of Public Elementary Schools, | 
England).---List of Public elementary | 
schools and certified efficient schools in 
England (excluding Monmouthshire) on 
Ist August, 1906. (22nd May.) 

II. (County of Cornwall.—Endowed 
Charities (Elementary Education). Re- 
port made to the Board of Education in 
the result of an inquiry into endowments | 
subject to the provisions of the Charitable 
Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, and appro- | 
priated in whole or in part to purposes | 
of elementary education in the County of | 
Cornwall, or in any part thereof. (24th | 
May.) | 

III. (Special Reports, Volume 17). | 
—Special reports on educational subjects, 
Volume 17. Schools, public and private, 
in the North of Europe. 

IV. (Secondary Schools).—Summary of 
figures relating to state-aided secondary | 
schools in England (excluding Wales and | 
Monmouthshire), together with a memor- | 


| functions 


| United Kingdom. 


| taken in London, 14th to 23rd February, 
1907, and documents relating thereto). 


(22nd May.) 


ALIENS ACT, 1905. 
Return of Alien passengers brought to 
the United Kingdom from _ ports in 
Europe or within the Mediterranean Sea 
during the three months ended 31st 
March, 1906, together with the number 
period requiring aliens to leave the 
(22nd May.) 


EMIGRATION. 
Memorandum on _ the 
of the Emigrants’ 

(22nd May.) 


history and 
Informa- 
tion Office. 
TREATY SERIES, NO. 13 (1907). 

Treaty between the United Kingdom 
and Peru for the mutual surrender of 
fugitive criminals, signed at Lima, 26th 
January, 1904 (ratifications exchanged at 


Lima, 30th November, 1906). (23rd 
May.) 

LUNACY (SCOTLAND) ACT. 
Forty-ninth Annual Report of the 


of Commissioners in 
(24th May.) 


General Board 
Lunacy for Scotland. 


TRADE. 

Annual statement of the Trade of the 
United Kingdom with foreign countries 
and British Possessions, 1906, compared 
with the four preceding years: Volume 
II. (Abstract and detailed tables of trade 
with each country and at each port) and 
miscellaneous tables. (24th May.) 
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Returns, 
ARMY. ! 
Additional Estimate of the cost of the | 
| 
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Territorial Force (in continuation of [Cd. | 
3296]). (24th May.) 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 
1906 (INDUSTRIAL DISEASES). 

Order, dated 22nd May, 1907, made 
by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department in pursuance of Section 8 (6) 
of the Workmen's Compensation Act, | 
1906, extending the provisions of the 
Act to certain industrial diseases. (25th 
May.) 

The same were ordered to lie on the | 
Table. 


cEPORTS, ETC. 
NATIONAL GALLERY, IRELAND. 
Report of the Director to the Board of 
(overnors and Guardians for the year 
1906. 


RETURNS, 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1907. 

Minutes of Proceedings of the Colonial 
Conference, 1907. 

Papers laid before the Colonial Confer- 
ence, 1907. 

TRADE REPORTS, ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 3804. Spain (Galicia, the Asturias, 
and Leon, 1906). 

No. 3805. France (Nantes, 1906). 


NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 

Fiftieth Annual Report of the Trustees | 
of the National Portrait Gallery 1906- 
1907. 


1907} 
BANN AND LOUGH NEAGH 
DRAINAGE. 

Report to the Lord-Lieutenant, by 
Mr. J. D. Bell, land valuer, appointed by 
Government to make certain valuations 
in connection with Sir Alexander Binnie’s 
Report on the Bann and Lough Neagh 


Reports, &c. 1454 


| Drainage. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ACT, 1875. 

Order in Council, dated 7th May, 1907, 
amending the Order in Council of 28th 
July, 1893, relating to the Circuits of the 
Judges, and revoking the Order in 
Council of 1st March, 1907. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Order in Council, dated 7th May, 1907, 
entitled “‘ The Persian Coast and Islands 
Order in Council, 1907.” 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACTS, 1865 
AND 1869. 
Order in Council, dated 7th May, 
1907, sanctioning a further re-arrange- 
ment of Greenwich Hospital Pensions. 


EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 TO 1906. 

Order in Council, dated 7th May, 
1907, for giving effect to a Treaty of 
Extradition between His Majesty and 
the President of the Republic of Peru. 


NAVAL AND MARINE PAY AND 
PENSIONS ACT, 1865. 
Orders in Council, dated 7th May, 
1907, sanctioning—The extension of the 
system of repayment of cost of forwarding 


| baggage to officers appointed from, or 


FISHERIES (IRELAND), 

Report of the Department of Agricul- | 

ture and Technical Instruction for Ire- 

land on the Sea and Inland Fisheries of 

Ireland for 1905; Part II. Scientific 
Investigations. 


BANKING AND RAILWAY STATISTICS | 
(IRELAND). 


December, 1906. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
Returns of advances made under the 
Irish Land Act, 1903—During the month 
of July, 1906. | 
During the month of October, 1906, { 
During the month of November, 1906. ! 


| discharged to, half-pay. 


The repayment of expenses for sub- 
sistence to candidates for entry into 
His Majesty’s Navy, subject to certain 
conditions. 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 TO 

193. 


Order dated 17th May, 1907, entitled 


| the Glasgow Foreign Animals Wharf 
| Order of 1907. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 
(Homework)—Order made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, dated 23rd May, 1907, applying 
to certain classes of work the provisions 
3 F 2 
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of sections 107, 168, and 110 of the 


Merchant Shipping Acts 


Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, and | 
revoking the Order of the 15th August, | 


1905. 
(Particulars of Piece Work Wages)— 


Two Orders made by the Secretary of | 


State for the Home Department, dated 
23rd May, 1907, applying with modifica- 
tions the provisions of section 116 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, to non- 
textile factories and workshops in which 
certain classes of industries are carried 
on, and to out-workers employed in those 
industries. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS. 

Twenty-fourth Report of the Comp- 
troller-General of Patents, Designs, and 
Trade Marks, with Appendices, for the 
year 1906. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 
Forty-third Annual Report on Alkali, 
etc., Works, by the Chief Inspector ; 
proceedings during the year 1906. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 

Return showing, up to 3lst March, 
1907 :— 

I. The amount of Consolidated Stock ; 
The application of the money raised by 
such stock; The sums carried to the 
Consolidated Loans Fund; The applica- 


tion of the Consolidated Loans Fund; | 


An estimate of the expenditure of the 
Council for all purposes, for the year 
ending 3lst March, 1908. 

II. All moneys raised by the Metro- 
politan Board of Works and the Council 
since the passing of the Act for the 
purposes mentioned in the Act; Parti- 
culars in relation to every parish, district, 
union, or place in respect whereof a loan 
has been obtained from the Metropolitan 
3oard of Works or the Council since the 
passing of the Act. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MEDWAY CONSERVANCY. 


Statement of receipts and expenditure | 


by the conservators ot the River Medway, 
for the year ended 25th March, 1907: 
Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 


Amendment Bill. 
MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND. 
MENT BILL [H.L. ]. 

[SECOND READING. | 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp AMPTHILL: My Lords, the 

object of this Bill is simply to remedy an 
omission in the existing law. It does 
not introduce any new principle at law, or 
alter or modify any existing principle. 
It merely extends to owners of lighters, 
barges, and like vessels the same protec 
tion as is given to shipowners. 
_ Second 502 of the Merchant Shipping 
| Act, 1894, provides that no owner of 
| any sea-going ship shall be liable to make 
good any loss or damage that may 
happen without his actual fault or privity 
(1) of or to any goods or merchandise by 
reason of fire happening on board such 
ship, and (2) of or to certain valuable 
articles specified in that section. By 
Section 503 of the same Act and Section 
1 of the Merchant Shipping (Liability of 
Shipowners and others) Act, 1900, the 
liability of owners of “ships,” which 
expression does not include lighters or 
barges, is limited to £15 per ton of the 
ship’s tonnage in respect of loss of life or 
personal injury, and to £8 per ton of 
the ship’s tonnage where— 


“any loss or damage is caused to property o1 
rights of any kind, and whether on land or on 
water, or whether fixed or moveable.” 
There is no statute limiting the liability 
of owners of lighters, barges, and like 
| vessels in any way; and they are there- 
fore liable, though subject to similar risks 
| as shipowners, for the whole amount of 
the loss or damage, whereas the ship- 
owners’ liability is limited. A Bill which 
contained provisions to remedy this in- 
justice, intituled the Barge Owners, c., 
Liability Bill, was referred to a Select 
Committee of the House of Commons in 
1892, and Clause 1 of the present Bill in 
effect reproduces the clause as amended 
by the Committee of 1892, limiting barge- 
owners’ liability. Certain other clauses 
| which appeared in the Bill have been 
cmitted as subsequent legislation has 
rendered them unnecessary, and _pro- 
vision has been made to preserve the 
existing rights of persons employed in 
| lighters and barges, 


| The unfairness of the present law con- 
| sists in the differentiation that is made 
between barges which are capable of 
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1457 Merchant Shipping Acts 
being propelled by sails and those which 
have no sails. The former are already 
protected under the Merchant Shipping 
Act, but barges which have no sails, and 
which are known as dumb barges, are 
not protected in the same way. There 
is no reason that I can find for the 
distinction, as both classes of vessels do 
the same work and are exposed to the 
same risks. I could give your Lordships 
instances if it were necessary to do so, 
but I hardly think they are called for at 
this stage. These dumb barges, which 
are known by other names in various 
places, are craft varying in size from 20 
to 200 tons burthen. Your Lordships 
will therefore see that except in the 
matter of the means of propulsion, the 
vessels are very much of the same order 
and the same size. 


{28 May 1907} 


One question which [ think will occur , 


to your Lordships to ask is how this 
inequality of treatment has arisen. I 
have been at some pains to endeavour to 
ascertain the cause, and I cannot find 
that there is any, except this. When 
the limitation of liability was given to 
shipowners many years ago there was no 
association for the protection of the 
interests of bargeowners, and therefore 
no steps were taken on their behalf. So 
far as I have been able to find out, that 
is the only reason why dumb barges are 
not included in the definition of ‘ ships ” 
in the Merchant Shipping Acts. To the 
best of my belief no objection is taken 
in any quarter to the principle of this 
bill, and I believe that if the session of 
1892 had been longer the Bill of that 
year would have been passed into law. 
The clauses of the Bill do not, I think, 
reyuire any explanation at the present 
moment, but if your Lordships are good 
enough to give the Bill a Second Reading 
some little explanation may be necessary 
at a further stage. 


Moved, ‘*‘ That the Bill be now read 23.” 
—(Lord Ampthill.) 


Lorp MUSKERRY : My Lords, before 
your Lordships give a Second Reading to 
this Bill I would like to say one or two 
words with regard to it. A sailing barge 
may be of 100 tons burthen, but it is 
under control, havirg a sufficient number 
oi men on board. But one frequently 
sees large dumb barges on the Thames 
with only one man on board. He is 
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entirely at the mercy of the current, and 
though he does his best with a large pair 
of sweeps, when the tide sets in near the 
shore he has to let go the sweeps, and 
when he gets alongside either a wharf or 
a vessel he takes a turn of a rope and 


Amendment Bill. 


holds on till the barge gets the 
right swing. It is quite impossible 
for one man to control a_ barge 


of anything like 200 tons, and the process 
by which the attempt to do so is made 
leads to very considerable damage to 
vessels. I would therefore suggest to 
the noble Lord in charge of the Bill, that 
at the Committee stage he should accept 
an Amendment making the extension of 
this protection only applicable to barges 
that have at least two men on board. 


*Lorp INVERCLYDE: My Lords, I 
am sorry to differ from the noble Lord 
who introduced this Bill, but I think 
barges and ships are not on all fours. 
To begin with, the measurement of the 
tonnage on which the liability is limited 
is on a different basis. Again, [ do not 
understand that the owners of barges are 
willing to come under all the rules and 
regulations which the owners of steamers 
and sailing vessels have to submit to 
before they can obtain the advantage of 
this limitation of liability. As your 
Lordships know, steamers have to under- 
go a number of Board of Trade inspections 
and surveys, and to submit to numerous 
restrictions with regard to manning, to 
loadline, and so on ; and I do not under- 
stand that barges will come under any 
of those restrictions. I do not see, there- 
fore, that it is fair to put them on the 
same basis as ships, which, before obtain- 
ing this limitation of liability, have to 
pass through all these different surveys. 
At all events, I feel very strongly that 
barges which only navigate inland waters 
ought not to get the benefit of this limi- 
tation, and that barges on estuaries ought 
to be subject to proper control. At the 
present time on the Thames, the Mersey, 
and such estuaries barges drift about in 
a manner which is dangerous to the 
navigation of steamers, and I therefore 
hope that when the Bill reaches the 
Committee stage your Lordships will 
amend it very considerably in this direc- 
tion. 


*THE EarL or GRANARD: My 


Lords, since this Bill has been down for 
Second Reading we have received at the 
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Board of Trade evidence of a certain 
amount of opposition to it, especially from 
people who represent the coasting class 
of vessels. They submit to us—and I think 
with a certain amount of strength—that 
since the Committee of 1892 these dumb 
barges have increased enormously in 
size, and that whereas they used 
to carry about fifty tons of material, 
they now frequently carry 300 tons, 
and are not infrequently built of 
iron. Therefore if one of these barges 
not under control runs into a vessel it 
does a considerable amount of harm, and 
the question of limiting the liability in 
the case of this class of vessel is, I think, a 
very serious one. I would suggest, if your 
Lordships agree to give the Bill a Second 
Reading, that the whole matter should 
be referred to a Select Committee of 
your Lordships’ House before we proceed 
further with the Bill. I may say that 
Clause 2, which deals with the question 
of tonnage, would have to be very care- 
fully considered before we could assent 
to the proposition contained in the Bill. 


Lorp AMPTHILL: My Lords, I very 
gladly assent to the course proposed by 
the noble Earl who represents the Board 
of Trade. In view of the objections, 
which I may say are entirely new to me, 
I think it very advisable that the Bill 
should be examined more carefully and 
critically than is possible in Committee 
of the whole House. With your Lord- 
ships’ permission I should like to say, in 
reply to the noble Lord on my left (Lord 
Inverclyde), who criticised the Bill some- 
what severely, that he ignored the very 
point which I endeavoured to make clear 
—namely, that already a large class ot 
barges have this limitation of liability. 
The noble Lord assumed that barges 
would not submit to the regulations 
which are an indispensable condition of 
limitation of liability, but sailing barges 
are already classed as ships and treated 
in the same manner. 


On Question, Bill read 2°. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be referred to 
a Select Committee.”—(Lord Ampthill.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Five o’clock, till to- 
morrow, Two o'clock. 


Lhe Earl of Granard. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill Business. 1460 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 28th May, 1907. 


The House met a quarter before Three 
of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN. 
QUIRED INTO NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have not been 
complied with, viz.:—Selsey Water Bill 
[ Lords}. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERE: 
TO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill 


Ordered, That the, Bill be read a second 
time to-morrow. 


Great Yarmouth Waterworks and 
Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill {Lords}; 
Kensington Borough Council (Super- 
annuation) Bill [Lords]; St. Neots 
Urban District Council Bill [Lords] ; 
Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven 
Construction and Working Company, 
Limited, Bill {Lords}, Read a second 
time, and committed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 12) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) 
Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 14) Bill. Read a second 
time, and committed. 
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Returns, 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROVISLONS) BILL. 


Petition from Dewsbury, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions for alteration ; from Dunnot- 
tar; Kilrenny ; Newburgh; Perth ; and 
Rothes ; to lie upon the Table. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 

(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petitions against, from Cambridge 
(three); Edmonton; Hammersmith ; 


Hornsey ; South Croydon ; 
and Tintagel ; to lie upon the 


Harlow ; 
Southsea ; 
Table. 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF 
MAINTENANCE). 
Petition from Merthyr Tydvil, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table. 


SMALL HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Perth, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS. 
Petition from Eastbourne, for repeal ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(HOMEWORK). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, dated 23rd May, 1907, applying to 
certain classes of work the provisions of 
Sections 107, 108, and 110 of The Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, and revoking 
the Order of the 15th August, 1905 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


ACTS 
WORK 


WORKSHOP 
PIECE 


FACTORY AND 
(PARTICULARS OF 
WAGES). 

Copies presented, of Two Orders made 
by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, dated 23rd May, 1907, 
applying with modifications the provisions 


{28 May 1907} 
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| of Section 116 of The Factory and Work- 
| shop Act, 1901, to Non-Textile Factories 


and Workshops in which certain classes 


| of industries are carried on, and to out- 


workers employed in those industries 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3804 and 3805 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction for Ireland on the Sea and 
Inland Fisheries of Ireland for 1905, 
Part IL, Scientific Investigations [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Director of the National Gallery of Ire- 
land to the Board of Governors and 
Guardians for the year 1906 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


RENTS AND ROYALTIES ARISING 
FROM MINES UNDER THE SEA. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 16th May ; Mr. George Roberts | : 
to lie upon the Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 TO 
1903. 

Copy presented, of an Order dated 
l7th May, 1907, entitled the Glasgow 
Foreign Animals Wharf Order of 1907 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 TO 1895. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
7th May, 1907, for giving effect to a 
Treaty of Extradition between His 
Majesty and the President of the Re- 
public of Peru [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
7th May, 1907, entitled The Persian Coast 
and Islands Order in Council, 1907 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 

ACT, 1875. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
7th May, 1907, amending the Order in 
Council of 28th July, 1893, relating to 
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the Circuits of the Judges, and revoking 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


the Order in Council of 1st March, 1907 | 
| College, and like them would be pro- 


{by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACTS, 1865 
AND 1869. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
7th May, 1907, sanctioning a further 
rearrangement of Greenwich Hospital 
Pensions [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVAL AND MARINE PAY AND 
PENSIONS ACT, 1865. 
Copies presented, of Orders in Council 
dated 7th May, 1907, sanctioning: 1. The 
extension of the system of repayment of 


cost of forwarding baggage to Officers | 
appointed from or discharged to Half- | 


Pay; 2. 


The repayment of expenses for | 


subsistence to Candidates for entry into | 


His Majesty’s Navy subject to certain 
conditions [by Actj; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EAST INDIA (STATE PRISONERS). 

Address for “Return of all State 
prisoners in India and Burmah, giving 
the date of their imprisonment and the 
grounds of their imprisonment.’—(J/r. 
Morton.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
The Dock Book. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): To 
ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty the 
date of the last edition of the Dock Book 
giving particulars of the docks and ships 
of the world; what is the last date of 
the Appendix of Corrections to the Dock 
Book ; whether a new edition is in 
preparation ; and whether he will supply 
a copy to the library. 


(Answered hy Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The present edition of the Dock Book 
was published in 1905, and an Appendix 
will probably be issued early in 1908. 
A copy has been furnished to the library. 


Assistant Engineers in the Navy. 


Questions. 
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respects as assistant engineers on the 
permanent list entering from Keyham 


moted on passing a qualifying examina- 
tion after six years service; whether 
under the memorandum of 1903 the 
position of engineer officers was improved 
as regards promotion, so as to assimilate 
it with that of executive officers ; whether 
he will state why the accelerated rate of 
promotion, according to which the 
engineer officers on the permanent list 
are promoted after three years, has not 
been extended to the officers entered for 
temporary service; and whether, if 
necessary, an Order in Council could be 
introduced in order to effect this. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund obertson.) 
The regulations which were supplied to 
these officers on entry did not contain 
any statement to this effect. They 
stated—(a) that “an assistant engineer 
for temporary service who passes the 
necessary examination will be promoted 
to the rank of engineer on the _per- 
manent list after six years service pro- 
vided that his conduct as regards zeal 
and ability has been in all respects 
satisfactory; (b) engineers promoted 
from the list of assistant engineers for 
temporary service will be treated in all 
respects as other engineers, except as to 
counting junior service.” It is a fact 
that under the memorandum of 1903 the 
position of engineer officers as regards 
promotion was improved, but it was not 
considered either necessary or desirable 
to extend these concessions to assistant 
engineers for temporary service, the six 


| years being treated as a period of pro- 


Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.) : | 


To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that all assistant 


engineers entering the Navy for tempor- | 


ary services were supplied with a circular 
saying that they would be treated in all 


bation in their case. It is not, therefore, 
proposed to obtain authority for any 
change in the regulations under which 
these officers entered. 


Dog Licence Case at Leigh Petty Sessional 
Court. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the cases of 
the two farmers named Thomas Leigh 
and John William Lee, who appeared 
before the Leigh Petty Sessional Court, 
on 7th March, on charges of having 
made false declarations in applying for 
dog exemptions, and were each fined 1s. 
and costs, amounting in one case to 
12s. 6d. and in the other to 11s. 6d., and 
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subsequently were informed by the clerk | 


to the magistrates that they were entitled 
to and would receive exemptions in due 
course ; and, as they have in fact received 
them, whether the conviction would be 
quashed and the amounts paid in respect 
of fines and costs be repaid. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I have inquired into the circumstances of 
this case, and I find that the two farmers 
mentioned in the Question obtained the 
consent of the magistrates to the grant 
of exemptions from licence duty for dogs 
by means of declarations which were 
afterwards shown to be false. They were 
prosecuted and convicted of the offence 
of making false declarations. The case 
is certainly not one in which I should 
feel justified in advising any remission of 
the penalty. 


Exclusion of Canadian Live Cattle. 

Mr. MOND (Chester): To ask the 
Prime Minister whether his attention 
has been directed to the statement made 
by Sir Wilfrid Laurier at the Colonial 
Conference, as to the exclusion of 
Canadian live cattle from this country ; 
and whether, in order to promote good 
relations in the Empire, he will take any 
steps to have this prohibition removed. 


(Answered hy Sur H. Campbell-Banner- 
mn.) I would refer my hon. friend to 
the Answer given on the 13th of this 
month by my hon. friend the Member for 
South Somerset to a similar Question.7 I 
cannot add anything to that statement. 


Condition of Factory Labour in India. 

Sir ANDREW TORRANCE (Glas- 
gow, Central): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is able to 
state if Sir Hamilton Freer-Smith found 
the conditions of factory labour in India 
such as to require legislative enactment to 


shorten the hours of work, or did he find | 


that the conditions were such as not to 
call for any legislative interference. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretary Morley.) 


The Report is with the Government of 
India, and I am in communication with 
that Government as to its publication at 
a very early date. 


t See (4) Debates, elxxiv., 640. 
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Workmen's Trains from Grays and 
Tilbury. 

Mr. WHITEHEAD (Essex, 8.E.): To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he proposes to hold a local 
inquiry with reference to the provision of 
workmen’s trains by the London, Tilbury, 
and Southend Railway Company from 
Grays and Tilbury, in Essex, to Purfleet 
and London. 


(Juestions. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) No 
representations have been received by 
the Board of Trade with regard to any 
demand for workmen’s tickets from 
Grays and Tilbury to London, but the 
Board have been in communication with 
the London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
way Company on the subject of a request 
for the issue of such tickets from Grays 
to Purfleet. The company have now 
expressed their willingness to issue such 
tickets at a return fare of 2d., the tickets 
to be available by the 5.39 a.m. train 
which is specified in the petition received. 


Workmen's Compensation Act 
Casual Workmen. 

Me. L. HASLAM (Monmouth 
Boroughs): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, in view 
of the difticulty of determining under the 
provisionsof the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act whether a workman is a casual work- 
man or is a workman under the conditions 
of the Act, whether he will consider 
the advisability of issuing a circular 
showing the means by which employers, 
and especially employers employing 
workmen intermittently, may sateguard 
themselves by means of insurance against 
liabilities they may incur under the Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gliudstone.) 
I am having prepared for official publica- 
tion a leaflet giving a synopsis of those 
provisions of the Act which are of general 
importance. Ihave also under considera- 
tion the question of drawing attention, 
by means of public notices, to the 
liabilities imposed upon employers by the 
Act, and to the desirability of insurance. 


Employment in the Building Trade. 

Captain FABER (Hampshire, An- 
dover): To ask the President of the 
Local Govenment Board if he will state 
the numbers of men engaged in the 
building trade during the last available 
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period of twelve months, and during the 
tive previous periods. 


(Questions. 


(Answered hy Mr. John Burns.) Thave 


made inquiries on this subject, but do 


not find that there are any official 
statistics giving the information desired 
by the hon. Member. 


Poor Relief by the New Forest 
Guardians. 
Mr. BENNETT (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): To ask the President 


aware that the Local Government Board 
auditor, Mr. Locke, had decided in four 
cases that the New Forest Guardians 
could not give relief to an able-bodied 
woman with one child, although the 
relief was for the child ; will he say what 
in each case were the average weekly 
earnings and income which the mother 
had, without the relief, for lodging, food, 
clothing, firing, and other necessaries for 
herself and child ; what were the ages of 
the children; whether the mothers were 
widows and the children legitimate ; what 
was the weekly amount of relief which 
the yuardians were giving to each child 
before the interference of the auditor ; 
and whether the Local Government 
Board have sanctioned the auditor’s 
decision. 


(Ansi red hy Mr. John Burns.) Thave 
seen a reference to these cases in a news- 
paper, but I have not received any other 
imformation with regard to them. I will 
communicate with the auditor on the 
subject. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 
Summer Naval Mancuvres. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that the programme 
of visits of the Channel Fleet to different 
ports in Great Britain and Ireland is 
mapped out to its arrival at Portland 
on 29th August; and, having regard 
to the special circumstances of all the 
admirals in our four fleets. being new to 
their commands, and from twenty-six to 
twenty-eight out of thirty-two battle- 
ships having changed their crews or their 
fleets this year, while the turbined battle- 
ship “ Dreadnought ” has never been tried 
manceuvring with fleets, whether he will 


{COMMONS} 


of the | 
Local Government Board whether he is | 
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state when it is proposed to hold the 
summer naval manceuvres in order to 
test the new distribution scheme. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Epmunp Rospertson, Dun- 
dee) : I have nothing to add to my reply 
to the hon. Member for North-West 
Lanark, on the 13th instant,+ except that 
the “Dreadnought ” has already been 


| tried manceuvring with a fleet with satis- 


factory results. 


Royal Marines. 

Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) : | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the Report upon the Koyal 
Marines, which was referred to by Lord 
Tweedmouth in his Statement issued 
with Navy Estimates, 1907-8, in the 
second paragraph of page 5 of that State- 
ment, is yet completed ; and whether he 
will lay the Report upon the Table of 
the House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : [ have 
nothing to add to my printed reply to 
the hon. Member for the Dulwich Division 
of Camberwell on the 23rd instant. } 


Yeomanry Allowances. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can say by what sum 
his estimate of £2,800,000 a year for 
carrying out the Territorial and Reserve 
Forces Bill will be exceeded by the 
various concessions he has been under- 
stood to make, namely, that the Imperial 
Yeomanry shall receive allowances, bring- 
ing the total receipts of each trooper up 
to the present standard ; that walking-out 
and parade uniforms shall be provided 
in addition to the field-service uniform 
for each non-commissioned officer and 
private of the Territorial Army ; and that 
adjutants and sergeant instructors from 
the Regular Army shall be attached to 
each unit. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HaLpAne, Haddington) : If 
the hon. and gallant Member will kindly 
refer to the Paper recently laid upon the 
Table (Cd. 3369) he will find a statement 
of the expense of all items which may 





t See (4) Debates, elxxiv., 575. 
+ See (4) Debates, elxxiv., 1158-9. 
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have to be added to the original estimate | 
of the cost of the Territorial Forces. | 


Nairobi Prison. 

Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : | 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether, when the new 
prison buildings at Nairobi are-completed, | 
European prisoners will be exclusively 
confined there and their detention at 
Mombasa abandoned. 


THE UNDERSECRETARY or 
STATE For THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 


new prison at Nairobi will, no doubt, be 
the normal place of confinement for 
European prisoners, but the Secretary of 
State cannot undertake that such persons 
will never be detained at Mombasa. 


Mr. ASHLEY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that Mombasa is not at 
all a healthy place for Europeans who 
are not in prison 4 


Mr. CHURCHILL: That ought to be 
an additional incentive to persons resident 
in the country to respect the law. 


Egyptian State Railways. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northum- 
herland, Tyneside): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in view of the facts that thie 
earnings ot the Egyptian State railways 
for 1905 showed an increased return per 
cent. on the increased capital outlay of 
recent years, that many of the carriages 
are dilapidated and insutticiently lighted, 
that many of the engines are from thirty 
to fifty-five years old, and that the taritts 
for passengers and goods are higher than 
those of most European countries, he wilt 
advise the Egyptian Government to 
improve the condition of the rolling stock 
and at the same time to reduce passenger 
fares and goods rates. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
GREY, Northumberland, Berwick): I 
cannot undertake to interfere with the 
administration of the Egyptian State 
railways. 


Egyptian Government Service—Native 
Candidates. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
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Affairs whether, seeing that Englishmen 
seeking to qualify by examination for 
posts and promotion in the Egyptian 


Questions. 


| Government service are allowed to answer 


the questions set them in their own 


| language, he will advise the Egyptian 


Government to accord native Egyptians 
who present themselves at examina- 
tions for primary and secondary certifi- 
cates, for diplomas granted by the higher 
or technical schools and __ professional 
colleges, and for posts and promotion in 
the Egyptian Government service, the 
option ot answering questions in their 
own language. 


Sir EDWARDGREY : The particular 
changes advocated in this Question are 
part of the general question of the 
encouragement of teaching in Arabic. 
This was dealt with recently in a speech 
of the Minister of Instruction, which has 
been presented to Parliament, and from 
which will be seen the extent to which 
the question occupies his attention. Any 
changes which are made must be upon 
the initiative of the Egyptian Govern- 
ment, and pending any further pro- 
nouncement by them I can give no more 
information. 


Egyptian Railway Advertisements. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is aware that large 
sums of money are annually paid by the 
Egyptian State Railways Administration 
for inserting in Egyptian newspapers 
whole pages of their time-table, although 
the official time-table of such administra- 
tion is published at regular intervals ; and 
whether, seeing that such advertisements 
are greatly in excess of public require- 
ments and are inserted in such news- 
papers with the object of influencing 
their proprietors and editors in favour of 
the Government policy, he will advise 
the Egyptian Government to discontinue 
the practice. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I am not 
aware of any of the facts stated or 
alleged in the Question, and in any case 
I cannot undertake to interfere with the 
methods of making railway time-tables 
known in Egypt. 


Hague Conference. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): I 


ask the Secretary of State for Foreigni beg to ask the Secretary of State; for 
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Foreign Affairs whether he can now 
make any statement in regard to the 
programme to be discussed at the Hague 
Conference ; and whether he can state 
the date on which the Conference will 
meet. 


(Questions. 


Sm EDWARD GREY : 
tion which the Russian Goyernment 
issued to the Powers in April of last 
year, certain topics were indicated which 
might be discussed at this Conference. 
These heads were published in the lead- 
ing organs of the Press at the time. In 
accepting this programme as a basis for 
discussion, His Majesty’s Government 
reserved to themselves the right of | 
raising other cognate questions of inter- | 
national interest not specifically men- | 
tioned in the list of the Russian | 
invitation ; and the Government of the | 
United States expressed similar inten- | 
tions. As at present advised, the | 
Conference will assemble at The Hague | 
on the 15th proximo. 


In the invita- 





Bahr-el-Ghazal. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask the | 

Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | 

if he will state on what date the Congo 
troops evacuated Bahr-el-Ghazal. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I am not in 
possession of any information later than 
that contained in the Answer which I 
returned to the hon. Member for Mid. 
Armagh on 25th April last. But I wili 
make inquiries as to whether the in- 
structions then referred to have yet been 
carried out. 





Lado Enclave. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if the proposed transfer of the | 
territories of the Congo Free State to the | 
Belgian Government will affect the lease | 
of the Lado enclave; whether such lease 
can be transferred without the consent of 
the British Government; and, if so, 
whether such consent will be withheld 
until the whole matter can be thoroughly 
inquired into, 


Sir EDWARD GREY : The conditions 
under which any transfer of the Congo 
State may take "place are not yet known. 
Till they are known I cannot say what 





t See (4) Debates, cl xxiii. , 264. 
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| No, Sir. 
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the effect may be upon the lease in 
question. In any case, the Answer to 
the last paragraph of the hon. Member's 
Question, supposing it is held that any 
change at all as regards the lease is 
admissible, i is in the affirmative. 


Cost of Customs Collection. 

Mr. MOND (Chester): I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he can state what would be the approxi- 
mate increase in the cost of collecting the 
Customs on the basis of a preferential 
duty of 2s. per quarter on wheat, 5 per 
cent. on other foodstuffs, and 10 per 


| cent. on manufactured goods. 


THE CHANCELLOR oF tHE EX 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquitn, Fifeshire, E.) 
I have no material for form- 
ing a reliable estimate, particularly as 
| regards the last category, which, in the 
absence of a definition of what may be 


held to constitute a state of “ manu- 
| facture,” is somewhat indeterminate. 
Unclaimed Dividends. 
Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College) : I beg 


to ask Mr. Chancellor of the /xchequer 
whether his attention has been called to 
the number of unclaimed dividends 
notified in the balance sheets of public 
companies in this country ; and 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
owners of these dividends are well 
known to the secretaries of the com- 
panies, he will take steps to have them 
paid to the owners or else handed to 
the Exchequer. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The Exchequer has 
no claim to unclaimed dividends as such, 
and I therefore see no reason for taking 
any steps in the matter. 


Taxes on Food and Drink 
Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what is the 
total of the taxes on food and drink, both 
Excise and Customs, for the last financial 
year. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The total revenue 
from such taxes, including local taxation 
revenue, in the financial year 1906-7 
amounted to £49,185,599, of which 
£36,260,893 was contributed | by alcoholic 
drinks. 
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Questions. 


The Edalji Case. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for the 
Walton Division of Liverpool, I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether the Government 
will reconsider its decision not to com- 
pensate Mr. Edalji, having regard to the 
fact that the verdict of the jury was un- 
satisfactory and that, by reason of this 
verdict, he has undergone imprisonment 
and suffered professional ruin. 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Guiap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): No, Sir. I have 
most carefully considered all the facts of 
the case, but I have found it impossible 
to come to any other conclusion than 
that which has already been made public. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER asked 
whether there was any precedent for 
compensation not being granted to a 
prisoner wrongfully imprisoned and who 
had received a so-called free. pardon. 


{28 May 1907} 
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Committee ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I think the hon. 
Gentleman had better wait the introduc- 
tion of the Bill. 


Infants in Public Houses. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
it will be possible for him to make 
arrangements to have certain public 
houses privately watched on appointed 
dates with a view to ascertaining how 
many persons carrying children in arms 
and how many children apparently under 
the age of sixteen enter them ; and, if so, 
whether he will cause such observation to 
be kept. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have, with the 
assistance of the police, been making 
special inquiry into this matter in 
several of the largest towns in the 
country, but the information I wish to 


, gather is not yet quite complete. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I know of no 


analogous case. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE asked whether by 
a free pardon was meant, in the opinion 
of the Home Office, that Mr. Edalji did 
not commit the crime with which he was 
charged, and for which he had suffered 
imprisonment. 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill. 

Mr. GLOVER (St. Helens): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department when he proposes to bring in 
the Bill to shorten the hours of labour in 
mines. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I cannot say ex- 
actly on what date this Bill will be ready 
for introduction as the subject is complex 
and difficult, but I am proceeding at once | 
with the work of preparing it. 


Mr. GLOVER: Will it be brought in | 
this session and passed into law ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I certainly hope | 


to bring it in this session. 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, | 
Wansbeck) : Is the Bill likely to follow 


Hull Docks Dredgings. 

Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that the North Eastern Rail- 
way dredgers are, by direction of the 
Board of Trade, depositing the mud 
dredged up from the docks at Hull 
opposite the village of Paull, to the 
detriment of the fishermen of that 
village; and whether he will give 
instructions to the North Eastern Rail- 
way to deposit this mud elsewhere. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Greoree, Car- 
narvon Boroughs): The Board of Trade, 
with the concurrence of the Humber 
Conservancy Commissioners, have sanc- 
tioned the deposit of the dredgings 
from in front of the new Albert 
Dock Quay at Hull, at a spot off Skitter- 


| ness, on condition that the deposit is 


made only on the ebb tide, and that it 
shall be discontinued forthwith should the 
Board at any time call upon the North 
Eastern Railway Company to do so. Up 
to the present no complaint has been 
received by the Board of Trade from the 
fishermen at Paull, and I am not prepared, 
with my present information, to give 
any instructions in the matter. 
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if he brought evidence to the notice of 
the President of the Board of Trade that 
damage was being done to the fishermen 
he would give instructions to the North- 
Eastern Railway to deposit the mud 
elsewhere. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am pre- 
pared carefully to consider any repre- 
sentations made by the hon. Gentleman 
on behalf of the fishermen. 


Expenditure on the Unemployed. 

Mr. HADDOCK (Lancashire, North 
Lonsdale): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board what 
was the total sum expended during the 
last financial year out of the £200,000 
allotted for relief of the unemployed. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHn 
Burns, Battersea): I may refer the hon. 
Member to the Answer yiven by the 
Prime Minister to a similar Question on 
the 15th instant. He then stated that 
the total sum expended out of the grant 
was £124,022. 


Cost of Education in Glamorganshire. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Kducation if he is aware 
that the ratepayers (Church and Noncon- 
formist) of Dinas Powis, in Glamorgan- 
shire, have in the past four years 
contributed some £3,500 towards che 
cost of education in the county; that 
the local education authority have during 
that period allowed nothing out of the 
rates for the maintenance of the Dinas 
Powis School ; that the nearest provided 
school is at Cogan, some two and a-half 
miles distant; and that about 100 
children attending the Dinas Powis 
School are the children of Nonconformist 
parents; and whether, in the circum- 
stances, he will represent to the local 
education authority the desirability of 
their contributing towards the mainten- 


ance of the Dinas Powis School, out of | 


the education rates paid by the Dinas 
Powis ratepayers, a sum sufficient to 
maintain the school in a state of etticiency 
not lower than that of the provided 
schools throughout the county. 


Tue SECRETARY To THE BOARD 
or EDUCATION (Mr. Loueu, Islington, 


{COMMONS} 
Mr.STANLEY WILSON asked whether | 
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W.): As I informed my hon. friend on 
the 25th April, so long as the local 
education authority perform _ their 
statutory duty of maintaining and 
keeping efficient the public elementary 
schools in their area, the expenditure 
incurred by the authority on individual 
schools is not subject to review by the 
Board of Education and does not require 
their sanction. The accommodation at 
the Dinas Powis School is scarcely 
adequate and there are certain defects in 
the furniture which are now the subject 
of correspondence with the education 
authority. With these exceptions [ 
have no reason to suppose that the 
condition of the Dinas Powis School is 
other than satisfactory. 


Compulsory School Absence and the 
Education Grant. 

Mr. WHITEHEAD (Essex, 58.E.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that when individual 
children aré kept away from an elemen- 
tary school by order of the medical 
ofticer of health their absence, by reducing 
the average attendance, reduces the 
Parliamentary grant; whether he is 
aware that reduction under such circum- 
stances operates hardly upon poor districts, 
and discourages proper precautions against 
the spreading of disease; and whether 
steps can be taken to assimilate the 
administration of elementary schools in 
this particular to that prevailing in 
secondary schools, where no loss of 
Parliamentary grant is sustained through 
absence caused by illness. 


Mr. LOUGH: The absence of indi- 
vidual children, whatever be the cause, 
necessarily reduces the average attendance 
of the school, but I do not think any 
serious loss of grant results from exclusion 
under medical authority ; for example, 
the exclusion of forty children for a week 
would only involve a loss of about £2 
to the local education authority. The 
method of computing average attendance 
will, of course, be one of the questions 
demanding careful consideration in con- 
nection with any scheme for reorganising 
the system of grants, but I have grave 
doubts whether the system at present in 


| force in secondary schools could be applied 


without very considerable modifications 
to elementary schools. 
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Keiss School Board. 

Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, Bridgeton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
if his attention has been called to the 
action of the School Board of Keiss, 
Caithness-shire, in discharging a teacher 
on account of his religious views ; and 
whether he proposes to take any action 
in the matter. 


Tue SECRETARY For SCOTLAND 
(Mr. SincLatR, Forfarshire) ; No repre- 
sentations have been made to me on the 
subject, and it is therefore premature to 
say what action I may take. 


Embo Pier, Sutherland. 

Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
any arrangements have yet been made to 
lengthen and improve the pier at Embo, 
Sutherland, so that the fishermen may 
carry on their business with safety ; and, 
if not, will he take steps to have the 
works carried out which are necessary 
and have been long asked for. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Congested 
Districts Board do not feel that the 
increase of the fishing industry that was 
anticipated when it was first decided to 
make a pier at Embo has resulted from 
that work. The Board, therefore, hcld 
that they are not justified by experience 
in spending further public money on this 
plier. 


Durness-Thurso Steamboat Service. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland whether he has 
yet arranged for a regular steamboat 
service from Durness to Thurso, calling 
at intermediate ports ; and, if not, will 
he endeavour to arrange for such a 
service, so that the people may have an 
opportunity of getting the produce to a 
market. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Congested 
Districts Board are sensible of the utility 
of sea communication along the North 
Coast, but they can only aid where they 
have a reasonable assurance that after a 
limited period of trial, sea transit would 
develop a sufficient fishing traffic to pay. 
The inquiries that have been made as to 
this result being arrived at have not been 
encouraging, but any local representation 
on the subject will receive careful con- 
‘sideration. 
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Boyle Untenanted Lands. 

Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland the amount of rent 
receivable by the Estates Commissioners 
from the three members of the Boyle 
Board of Guardians to whom they recently 
let seventy acres of untenanted land near 
Boyle, and terms of the tenancy. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Brrre tt, Bristol, N.): The 
Estates Commissioners have made a 
temporary letting of this land for six 
months from the Ist instant, the rent 
being at the rate of £64 3s. 10d. per 


| annum payable in advance. 


Irish Swine —Inspection of Carcases. 

Mr. WATT: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will ensure that all carcases 
of swine slaughtered in Ireland for export 
are inspected in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, namely, that the presence of 
tubercular deposit in any degree should 
involve seizure of the whole carcase and 
organs ; and, if the carcases and organs 
cannot be inspected by competent inspec- 
tors in Ireland, will he take steps to 
prevent the flesh being exported to 
Scotland for human food. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland have on two 
occasions brought the recommendation 
mentioned in the Question to the notice 
of local authorities in Ireland, but the 
Board have no power to enforce its 
adoption. The inspection of meat 
intended for human food is a matter for 
the local authorities themselves. The 
Board have no power to prohibit the 
export of meat. I have no information 
that unfit meat is exported to Scotland, 
but if it be suggested that such is the 
ease I imagine that. the Scottish local 
authorities would have power to deal 
with the matter. Upon that point, how- 
ever, my hon. friend should address the 
Secretary for Scotland. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


The right hon. Henry Chaplin, for 
the county of Surrey (North-Eastern or 


‘Wimbledon Division). 
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SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Sir Witt1amM BRAMPTON GURDON 
reported from the Committee of Selec- 
tion; That they had discharged the 
following Member from Standing Com- 
mittee A (in respect of the Public Health 
Bill) :—Mr. Secretary Gladstone ; and 
had appointed in substitution (in respect 
of the Public Health Bill): Mr. Burns. 


Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Com- 
mittee A the following fifteen Members 
(in respect of the Public Health Bill) :— 
Mr. Harmood-Banner, Mr. J. W. Wilson, 
Mr. Staveley-Hill, Mr. Vincent Kennedy, 
Mr. Corrie Grant, Mr. Hall, Mr. Helme, 
Mr. Jowett, Mr. Layland-Barratt, Mr. 
Samuel Roberts, Mr. Robinson, Captain 
Baring, Mr. Charles Nicholson, Mr. 
Manfield, and Dr. Macnamara. 


Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following 
Members from Standing Committee B 
(in respect of the Released Persons (Poor 
Law Relief) Bill):—Mr. Burns and Dr. 
Macnamara ; and had appointed in sub- 
stitution (in respect of the Released 
Persons (Poor Law Relief) Bill): Mr. 
Secretary Gladstone and Mr. Herbert 
Samuel. 


Sir WiLitiamM Brampton 
further reported from the Committee ; 


That they had added to Standing Com- | 


mittee b the following fifteen Members 
(in respect of the Released Persons (Poor 
Law Relief) Bill):—Mr. Du Cros, Mr. 
Crooks, Mr. Chaplin, Mr. Steadman, 
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That they had added to Standing Com. 
mittee C the following fifteen Members 
(in respect of the Vaccination Bill) :— 
Mr. Lupton, Mr. Ramsay Macdonald, 
Mr. Enoch Edwards, Mr. Wedgwood, 
Captain Kincaid-Smith, Mr. Sears, Mr. 
Horniman, Sir William Collins, Sir John 
Tuke, Mr. Cave, Mr. Burdett-Coutts, 
Mr. Houston, Mr. Walrond, Mr. Ffrench, 
and Mr. Flavin. 


Sir WitutiaAmM Brampton Gurpoy 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following 
Member from Standing Committee A : 
Mr. Shackleton ; and had appointed in 
substitution : Mr. Macpherson. 


Sir WitiiamM Brampton Guwurpow 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following 
Member from Standing Committee C: 
Mr. George Roberts ; and had appointed 
in substitution: Mr. Shackleton. 


Sir WititiAM Brampton Gurpon 
further reported from the Committee ; 


| That they had added the following Mem- 


(GURDON 


Mr. Bennett, Sir Edward Tennant, Mr. | 
Arnold Herbert, Mr. Montgomery, Mr. | 


T. L. Corbett, Mr. Wiles, Mr. Mackarness, 
Mr. Marnham, Mr. Dunean Schwann, 
Viscount Turnour, and Mr. Lynch. 

BRAMPTON 


Sir WILLIAM 


ber to Standing Committee B: Mr. 
Henniker Heaton. 
Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON 


further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following 
Member from Standing Committee A: 
Mr. James Mason ; and had appointed in 
substitution : Mr. Rothschild. 


Sir WittiamM Brampton GURDON 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had discharged the following 
Member irom Standing Committee B (in 
respect of the Probation of Offenders 
(No. 2) Bill): Mr. Bright; and had 
appointed in substitution (in respect of 
the Probation of Offenders (No. 2) Bill) : 


| Mr. Charles Roberts. 


GURDON | 


further reported from the Committee ; | 


That they had discharged the following 
Members from Standing Committee C 
(in respect of the Vaccination Bill) :— 
Mr. Lloyd-ceorge and Mr. Kearley ; 
and had appointed in substitution (in 
respect of the Vaccination Bill): Mr. 
3urns and Dr. Macnamara. 


Sir WittiaM Brampton GURDON 
further reported from the Committee ; 





Reports to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


PURITY OF MILK SUPPLIES (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

* To ensure the purity of Milk Supplies 
of the rural and urban districts of Scot- 
land,” presented by Mr. Watt ; supported 
by Sir Andrew Torrance, Mr... Charles 
Price, Mr. M’Callum, and Mr. Halley 
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Stewart ; to be read a second time upon 

Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 

213 ] 

TERRITORIAL AND RESERVE FORCES 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. Emmort, (Oldham) in the Chair. } 
Clause 1 :— 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) moved an Amend- 
ment providing that, for the purposes of 
the reorganisation under the Act, the 
description of “the Militia, Yeomanry, 
and Volunteers ” shou!d be substituted 
for “ His Majesty's military forces other 
than the Regulars,” the phraseology used 
in the opening sentence of the clause. He 
had anticipated that some other Member 
of the House would have given notice 
of the Amendment, which, he said, 
was one of substance as far as the 
Volunteers were concerned and of nomen- 
clature as far as the Yeomanry and 
Militia were concerned. The continuance 
of the Irish Militia was an argument for 
keeping the name of the Militia in the 
Bill. The Secretary of State in that 
House and Lord Portsmouth in another 
place had declared, as he understood it, 
that they would consider if it were 
possible to retain certain battalions of 
Militia in England and Scotland on their 
accepting certain conditions not yet laid 
down ; but whether that was so or not 
the continuance of the Irish Militia made 
acase for keeping the word “ Militia” 
in the Bill. As far as the Yeomanry 
were concerned, the right hon. Gentle- 
man had explained that for a time they 
might continue as they were, and that, 
for three years at any rate, where 
county associations had not come into 
force, they might continue to enrol men 
under the Yeomanry system. So far, 
therefore, as those two branches were 
concerned it was merely a question 
of nomenclature. But as regarded the 
Volunteers the matter was one of sub- 
stance, for, both as to their history and as 
to their popularity, the term had a definite 
signification. He was one of those 
who desired the Secretary of State to 
reduce the number and simplify the 
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nature of the various forces we now had, 
but at the same time he was a strong 
supporter, and the Volunteers through- 
out the country as a whole were strong 
supporters, of the retention of the 
civilian element in the force. They 
preferred to continue to use the old word 
“enrolment” instead of “enlistment” 
because it was popular and calculated 
to attract the civilian element, while 
“enlistment” was unpopular and likely 
to repel. Taken in connection with the 
friction which had always naturally 
existed between the military and the 
civilian element owing to the inability of 
the War Office to understand the latter, 
the retention of the word “ Volunteer ” 
became of increased importance. It was 
not necessary to go into the history of the 
name. Every one remembered that the 
term “Volunteers” was deliberately 
adopted in the time of Mr. Pitt, and in 
the American Colonies as well as here it 
was the more popular name for the 
civilian forces. The American Volunteers 
fought for us far better than the American 
Militia of the wars of the 18th century, 
and the term ‘ Volunteers ” was enthusi . 
astically adopted here in 1859 on the 
revival of the Volunteer movement in this 
country. The Australian Colonies, and 
New Zeuland too, had retained the name 
Volunteers for their recently created 
forces of that description, while in 
America the term “Volunteer” or 
« National Guard” had been preferred. 
There might be taken some objection 
to the form of his Amendment because 
it spoke of the “ Yeomanry” and not 
the “Imperial Yeomanry,” but he 
had purposely dropped out the word 
“Imperial” because he never liked it or 
understood it in connection with that 
force, which was enlisted for home service, 
and was not Imperial in its nature. The 
scheme of Mr. Seddon which had _ be- 
come the law in New Zealand was one for 
the creation of an Imperial Yeomanry 
throughout the Empire for service across 
the seas, but it had never been taken up 
in this country, and no such Yeomanry 
existed. The important part of the 
amendment, however, was that which 
touched the name “ Volunteers,” because 
that implied a desire to retain or to give 
as far as possible civilian management of 
the Volunteers, and to see them repre- 
sented at the War Office by a man 
who understood them and commanded 
their confidence. The Secretary of 
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State for War would perhaps remember 
a very interesting occasion recently 
when he took the chair at a lecture 
on the Swiss Army, and he would not 
forget the importance which was attached 
there to the keeping separate the civilian 
and military ideals. Hitherto the regular 


{COMMONS} 
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*Sir CHARLES DiLKE: I had an 
Amendment on the Paper to create a 
member of the Army Council to represent 
the new force. 

That is another 


Mr. HALDANE : 


matter. 


soldiers at the head of our Army had | 


shown inability to understand the 
Volunteers, and he held that it was most 
desirable that the Volunteers should be 
represented at the War Office by some 
one who could understand them, and 
whom they could trust. At the present 
moment the principal officers on the 
Army Council—very distinguished as 
they no doubt were —had not shown their 
ability to understand the Volunteers and 
their peculiarities, and it was therefore 
most desirable that the Volunteers should 
be managed there by «2 man having his 
own Department and having the same 
powers as his colleagues. On _ these 
grounds he asked the Committee to 
accept the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 8, to leave out the words 
«His Majesty’s military forces other than the 
Regulars,’ and insert the words ‘the Militia, 
Yeomanry, and Volunteers.’”—(Sir Charles 
Dillke.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) said 
that he was rather at a loss to know 
whether this was the first of a long series 
of Amendments intended to transform the 
Bill, or an Amendment standing by itself. 
In the latter case, it would effect nothing 
at all. The purpose of the clause was 
simply to institute associations in the 
counties to reorganise “ the military forces 
other than Regulars.” That term had 
been used deliberately, because the func- 
tions of the associations would extend 
to many useful things besides those 
connected with the Militia, Yeomanry, 
and Volunteers, such as dealing with 
Reservists and discharged soldiers ; and 
the Amendment, therefore, only narrowed 
the functions of the associations, and 
without purpose. He did not remember 
that this question was raised on the 
Second Reading debate. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: It is closely 
connected with it. 


Mr. HALDANE said he had ex. 
pressed his sympathy with the idea 
that the new force should have 
civilian representation at the War Office. 
In the end that would be the proper 
function of the civil member of the Army 
Council ; but, to begin with, he proposed 
to take the organisation into his own 
hands. He had latterly been much in 
contact with the Auxiliary Forces, and 
he was more or less familiar with the 
machinery proposed in these changes, and 
therefore the work was such as he would 
not find it difficult to undertake. The 
suggestion that it was important to retain 
the name “ Volunteers” was a new one. 
He had found that there was nothing the 
Volunteers desired so much as to be 
taken seriously, and, by usage, the 
name “ Volunteers ” connoted something 
that was not very real. Many Volunteer 
officers had told him that they were 
willing to undertake all that was asked 
of them if they were treated as really 
responsible people. He was not_ par- 
ticularly enamoured of the title “ Volun- 
teers,” and the Bill had hitherto gone on 
the assumption that “Territorial Army” 
or “Home Force” was the best descrip- 
tion of the new second line. He regarded 
the Amendment as rather retrograde in 
effect and felt that, after careful consi- 
deration, they had adopted the best 
phraseology possible. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) did not think it mattered very 
much whether the new force was called 
the Territorial Army or retained the old 
known names, Militia, Yeomanry and 
Volunteers, but the burden of proof rested 
on the right hon. Gentleman to show 
that there was some distinct advantage 
to be gained by changing the names. 
The right hon. Gentleman had been en- 
_deavouring to make himself acquainted 
| with the Volunteers during the last twelve 
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months, but he (Sir Howard Vincent) had 
hen doing so for the last twenty-three or 
twenty-four years, and so far as he was 
aware there was no feeling of anything like 
repugnance at the term “ Volunteer.” 
Qn the contrary, he believed that the 
reat majority of Volunteers were proud 
of the name ; and there was always great 
risk in changing names which had _ be- 
come familiar. Parents did not object to 
their sons going into the Volunteers, 
because they knew the liabilities involved 
and wereassured that the civil avocation 
if the Volunteer would not be interfered 
with; and there would be considerable 
risk in changing the name _ because 
parents would say ‘‘ Our boy has gone for 
a soldier : he is enlisted and not enrolled ; 
he has incurred fresh liabilities of which 
wa are entirely unaware.” He quite 
realised and appreciated the desire of the 
Secretary of State to invest the Volun- 
teers with actual functions, but he 
lid not think anything was to be gained 
hy changing the name to which the 
country and the force were accustomed. 
Strongly sympathising as he did with 
what had fallen from the right hon. 
Baronet he would support the Amend- 
ment if it were pressed to a division. 


Sir F. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) thought there was great evil in ob- 
literating a name which carried with it so 
vital a principle as was embodied in the 
word “ Volunteer.” His chief objection 
to the change was that it might be in- 
terpreted, by those who were interested 
in developing that line of thought, as the 


introduction of conscription on the 
Continental footing. It would be de- 


‘lared that the corner stone had been 
aid for the complete militarisation of the 
‘itizen soldiery. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham) asked the right hon. Gentle- 
man what he proposed to call the 
individual member of the Territorial 
Force. They could not call him a 
“military person.” He was now either 
a Volunteer, a Militiaman, or a Yeoman. 
The individual member would want to 
have some simple name by which he could 
distinguish himself. The right hon. 
Baronet had referred to the term generally 
used in the United States. He did not 
quite agree with him. As a matter of 
fact individual members of the National 
‘Suard or Volunteers were 
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Militiamen, and they became Volun- 
teers only in the case of war, when they 
were disbanded in their capacity as a 
Militia force and re-enlisted as United 
States Volunteers. 


Reserve Forces Bill. 


Mr. HALDANE said he would be 
very sorry to attempt to define before- 
hand what the name would be. One 
always found that the social habits of the 
people evolved the best name in these 
circumstances. There would be an 
ample choice. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE asked whether 
there would be no ofticial name at the 
War Office by which the individual mem- 
bers would be known? Were they to 
depend on the social habits of the people 
to find the name ? 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) said he did not gather that 
it was intended to do away with the 
term ‘ Volunteers.” 


Mr. HALDANE: No, so far as I know 
it may go on, and if the Territorial Force 
prefers to keep the name “ Volunteers ” 
it is possible it will beso named. But 
I did not want to pledge myself to any 
name beforehand. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN said he was 
pleased to hear that, because, speaking as a 
Volunteer officer, he did not atall agree in 
the view that names counted for nothing, 
but thought that sentiment was a thing 
that even a Secretary of State for War 
must pay some regard to. He sincerely 
hoped his right hon. friend would pay 
attention to what had been said on both 
sides of the House, and allow them 
in the future to keep the name they 
now had. Volunteers were quite pre- 
pared to do more work than they had 
done in the past, but he was sure they 
would prefer to keep their old name. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
said the right hon. Gentleman had placed 
himself in some difficulty. He had 
admitted that the Militia were not to be 
changed and that their organisation was to 
be incorporated in the new Territorial 
Army, and he had also stated that the 
Yeomanry were to be retained. There 
only remained, therefore, the Volunteers. 
As soon as the right hon. Gentle- 
man began to appeal for recruits for his 


3G 2 








1487 Territorial and 


new organisation, he must appeal to them 
as “the Territorials,” or, as had been 


f 


{COMMONS} 


suggested, “the Terriers,” or as Militia | 


or Yeomanry or Volunteers, as under the 
old system. He thought that before the 
Committee went further they ought 
to have some sort of suggestion from the 
right hon. Gentleman as to what the 
individual member, the Yeoman, the 
Militiaman, or the Volunteer, was to be 
called. {An Hox. MemBer: Haldanes. | 
Much, as an individual member of the 
force, he might approve that, he thought 
it would scarcely suffice under the cir- 
cumstances. ‘The new force must have 
a definite name, as well as a definite duty. 


CoLtoneL HERBERT (Monmouthshire, | 


difficulty could be 
the very simple de- 


the 
by 


S.) 
disposed 


thought 
of 


vice of calling the force collectively the | 
Territorial Army and of giving to each | 


member of its different branches the 
designation which he had always had— 
the Volunteer soldier, the Militia soldier, 
and the Yeoman soldier. There was a 
precedent for that in a certain 

tinguished regiment, and he did not see 


dis- | 


that there could be any difficulty in| 


making the distinction. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
said it was evident there was something 
more behind the Amendment than the 
mere question of nomenclature. He did 
not quite understand the objection 
of the Secretary of State to the 
Amendment on the ground that it would 
have a limiting effect on the Bill. 
put in the words “ Militia, Yeomanry, 
and Volunteers” instead of the negative 
words of the right hon. Gentleman, it 
would still be possible to deal with ail the 
subjects with which the Bill was intended 
to deal, because the right hon. Gentleman 
had very wisely put in the saving phrase 
“and for such other purposes are 
mentioned in this Act.” 
ment desire to minimise or to diminish, if 


as 
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first clause he would get rid of a criticism 
which he had heard some people bestow 
upon the Bill—namely, that if the neces- 
sity arose, by a mere change in a clause 
the Bill could be turned into a measure 
for universal compulsory service. He was 
sure that that was neither the policy nor 
the wish of the right hon. Gentleman, 
He was not absolutely sure that it was 
not the policy of some with whom the 
right hon. Gentleman was necessarily and 
rightly in close consultation. He would 
like to see in the first line of the Bill 


| words which would make it absolutely 
| clear that the Bill applied only to the old 


recognised forces which he desired to see 
kept up—namely, the Militia, Yeomanry, 
and Volunteers. That would, at any rate, 
prevent misconception and make the 
policy of the Government perfectly 
clear, and for that reason he should sup- 
port the Amendment of the right hon. 
Baronet. 


Mr. HALDANE pointed out that the 
very purpose of the Bill was to get rid 
of compulsion in the Auxiliary Forces. 
The right hon. Gentleman ‘had forgotten 
that the siilitia was a force based on com- 
pulsion, and it was not raised by 


| compulsion only because every year they 


li they | 


Did the Govern- | 


not to obliterate, the distinction which ex- | 


isted between the Militia, Yeomanry, and 
Volunteers ? Ifso, he dissented from that 


policy. Those distinctions corresponded 
to real differences. They would get a 


man to be a Yeoman who would not be a 


Volunteer or a Militiaman, and similarly | 
they would get a man to be a Militiaman | 


or a Volunteer, but nothing else. If the 
right hon. Gentleman altered the descrip- 


tion which he had chosen to put in the | 


Sir Gill it Peri: 4 1 


passed a clause suspending the Militia 
Ballot Act. They could not apply the 
compulsory clauses of the Militia Act to 
the new force. The right hon. Gentleman 
had also spoken in favour of retaining the 
old lines behind the Regulars, but they 
had decided on the Second Reading, by a 
majority of three to one, that they 
would not attempt to organise on the 
old lines. As for the question of the 
name, the debate had convinced him 
that it would be an absolutely foolish 
thing if the Government tried to stereo- 
type the name in the Bill. [Opprosrriox 
cries of “Why ?”] Surely they did not 
really think names were created by Act 
of Parliament? The men of the new 
forces would be called whatever they 
wished to be called, and that might be 
left to work itself out. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Do I under- 


| stand the right hon. Gentleman to say that 


the Bill does not interfere with the 


Militia Acts ? 


Mr. HALDANE said that those Acts 
would become obsolete and _ have 
no application to this force. 
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*Srr CHARLES DILKE: It has 
tbheen held by the Law Officers of the 
Crown and it has been repeatedly 
stated in another place that the Militia 
Ballot Act is now obsolete inasmuch as it 
provides for a Militia force of a kind | 
which no longer exists. 


CoLONEL KEN YON-SLANEY (Shrop- | 
shire, Newport) suggested that if the | 
Militia were exempted from the purposes 
of this Act then the Ballot Act might | 
become operative. They all sympathised | 
with the right hon. Gentleman in his 
difficulty with regard to nomenclature. | 
He was creating a new democratic force, | 
and not unnaturally wished to abolish old | 
titles, because it was easier to create a new | 
force under a new title. But personally he 
would like to see the old names retained, 
and therefore he would vote for the Amend- 
ment. 





Viscount MORPETH (Birmingham, 
5.) said there was a good deal more than 


a matter of phraseology at issue. The 
Amendment, if passed, would save 


the Militia, which otherwise would cease 
to exist, whatever might be said to the 
contrary. Many people attached great 
importance to the Militia Ballot Act, be- 
cause in time of war it was the only stand- 
by we had whereby we could provide 
troops. It was doubtful, indeed, if the 
right hon. Gentleman would find it pos- 
sible to get the large number of men he 
was asking for without some system of 
ballot. The great point was to save the 
Militia, and he was perfectly indifferent 
as to how it was accomplished so long 
as it was done. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said 
the House had already decided the lines 
on which organisation should proceed. 
His objection tc the Amendment was 
that it would stereotype the divisions 
which already existed. It would place | 
the Militia definitely in the Territorial 
Army, and prevent the Secretary of State | 
considering whether they should not 
subsequently take their place in the first 
line. In the working out of the scheme 
he believed it would be found that the 
Militia would eventually take their place in | 
the first line. In any ease, he asked the | 
House to give the right hon. Gentleman 
a perfectly free hand in that respect and | 
not commit him to the policy of amal- | 


{98 May 1907} 


| Home Army. 


| tion in 
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gamating them with the Volunteers and 
Yeomanry. 


Major SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) understood that the right hon. 
Gentleman accepted the main point in 
the Amendment and admitted that the 
Volunteer force was valuable, because 
men joined it who would hesitate to join 
what was called the Territorial Army. 
There was always a suspicion that the 
term “Army” involved service abroad, and 
undoubtedly if they abolished the term 
“Volunteer” they would lose many men 
from the force. What they did by the 
Bill was to give unity of command to the 
Territorial Force, and to differentiate 
completely the Foreign Army from the 
What the men would be 
called would be decided by their designa- 
the Army List. There was 
nothing to prevent them from being 
called the lst Dorsetshire Volunteers, 
the 2nd Lancashire Volunteers, and so on. 
The right hon. Gentleman indeed had 
said that he saw no harm in that. 


| There was no harm to be done by retain- 


’ 


ing the word “Volunteer” so long as 
they made it quite plain that they in- 
tended to stick to the _ principle 
of organising the Army on two lines. 
He would be disposed to support the 
Amendment of his right hon. friend, 


| because he agreed with him with regard 


to the use of the word “Imperial” 
before Yeomanry. [Ironical Opposition 
cheers.| He trusted hon. Members 
opposite would not suppose that he 
objected to the word “Imperial” in 
every aspect or in its general aspect. 
He understood that the general feeling 
of the Yeomanry officers was that they 
did not like “Imperial” added to the 
word “Yeomanry” as it was a meaning- 
less title. [OpposiTION cheers of “ Why 
meaningless ?”] Because it did not mean 
what it said. The word “Imperial” was 
invented during the time of the war with 
the intention that the Yeomanry should 
be formed not only in this country, but 
in the Colonies, and that they should be 
liable to be called upon to serve in all 
parts of the world. That had been 
refused by the Colonies themselves, and 
so the title should be dropped as not 
hallowed by usage and inapplicable. He 
thought that as the right hon. Member for 


the Forest of Dean had practically got all 


he asked for, he would not vote for the 
Amendment. 








1491 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) said 
that to his mind the Amendment 
involved one of the main principles and 
objects of the Bill as a whole. He did 
not see any necessity for the Bill unless it 
was to unify the triple organisation of our 
old auxiliary defence foree—Y eomanry, 
Militia, and Volunteers; if they were 
going to retain those three titles it 


Territorial and 


seemed to him that the object they had 
in view would be frustrated. The | 
noble Lord the Member for South 


Birmingham had supported the Amend- 
ment for a reason which should make 
Labour Members oppose it. He had 
stated that by the Bill they 
indirectly destroying the compulsory 
power of the Militia Ballot Act. He 


(Mr. Ward) was against compulsion in | 


military 
it was 


every direction in 
service. He felt certain 


regard to 
that 


not necessary so far as home defence was | 


concerned ; and knowing that in some 
sections of the community there was a 


tendency to advocate compulsion, the 


mere suggestion of the noble Lord that | 


by giving the home forces a new title 
they would forward that 
was one of the best reasons why every 
democrat and every Labour Member 
should oppose it. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE said he wished | 


to repeat that the Militia Ballot Act was 
not applicable to the present Militia 


force. That Act was obsolete. On the 
point really at issue he was not 
altogether satisfied ; but as he had got 


a half of what he wanted he would not 
challenge a division. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness) said he could not agree 
with the hon. and gallant Member for 
the Abercromby Division that the word 
“Imperial” before “ Yeomanry” was 
useless. The title was given to them at 


the time of the South African War, and | 


{COMMONS} 


were | 


movement, | 
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came home as a name of honour for what 
they had done during that campaign, 
As to the wish of the Government to do 
away with the old names of the Auxiliary 
Forces, he and his friends wanted 
a definite reply from the right hon, 
Gentleman. As a Yeomanry officer he 
strongly protested against getting rid of 
that title ; it was an old title of which 
| they were proud. He earnestly trusted 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
reconsider his determination and accept 
the Amendment of the right hon. Mem 
ber for the Forest of Dean. 
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Str GILBERT PARKER said kh 
wished to draw attention to the very 
significant statement made by the hon 
Member for East Edinburgh, viz., that 
| the Bill would ultimately make the 
Militia practically obsolete; that they 


| would be a_ portion not of _ the 
| second, but of the first line. He 
| supposed that the Special Contingent 

Reserve Battalions would absorb all 


those recruits who previously went inte 
the Militia. Now that they understood 
that the Militia was to be practically 
removed from the Army system of the 
country, he thought that all hon. Members 
would regret it. The statement of the 
hon. Member for East Edinburgh was 
the most significant statement made in 
the House since the Bill was brought in 
He thought they ought to press the 
right hon. Gentleman to say whether the 
Militia were to be obliterated altogether. 


THe CHAIRMAN ee that it 
would be very much better to take the 
| debate on the Militia on the next Amend- 
ment which specifically dealt with that 
ferce. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided : — Ayes, 212; 


it was allowed to be retained when they ; Noes, 94. (Division List No. 182.) 
AYES. 
Acland, Francis Dyke | Barker, John Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 


Ainsworth, John St tirling 
Allen, A. Acland (Christe hurch) | 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Asquith,Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry | 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) ! 


Barlow, Percy 
Barnard, E. B. 


Beck, A. Cecil 


Bethell, T.[R. 
Billson, Alfred 


Barlow, John Emmott(Somer’t) 
(Bedford) 


Beauchamp, E. 
Bellairs, Carlyon 4 


Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
(Essex, Maldon) 


Black, Arthur W. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

' Branch, James 

| Brigg, John 

| Bright, J. A. 

| Brunner, J. F. L. (Lanes. ,Leigh) 
be 

)| 

| 


Bryce, J. Annan 
Buchanan, Thomas Ry burn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
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Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt. Hn Richard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S.Pancras, W 
Corbett,C. H(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Duckworth, James 
Dunne,Major E.Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr A. E. 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., S.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 


Acland-Hood,Rt Hn.SirAlex.F. 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt Hn.A.J.(City Lond. | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
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Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 

Holt, Richard Durning 
Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset,N 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Idris, T. EH: W. 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones William (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald,.J. M. (Falkirk B’ghs 
Maclean, Donaid 

M‘Callum, Jonn M. 

M‘¢ ‘rae, ( reorge 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J 


Molteno, Perey Alport 


| Mond, A, 





Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Charles N.(Donce’st’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 


| Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 


Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Centra!) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 


NOES. 


Baring,Capt.Hn.G (Winchester 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 


Bowles, G. Stewart 


Bignold, Sir Arthur | 


| Bridgeman, W. Clive 
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Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, R. Hn. E. (Dundee} 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Br’df’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Robson,Sir William Snowdon 
Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentfor..; 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. ) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliife) 
Tennant, Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Tent) 
Ward, W. Dudley (Southampt’n 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D.S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease oe 


Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cavendish,Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
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Clynes, J. R. 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim, S. 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 
Dalrymple, Viscount 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
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Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd | 
| Percy, Earl 


Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hervey,F.W.F.( BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 


{COMMONS} 


Jenkins, J. 

Jowett, F. W. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lee,Arthur H.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A. 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Mackarness, Frederick C. 
Maepherson, T. J. 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 


Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) ; 


Nield, Herbert 
Parker, James (Halifax) 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mp’n 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
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Salter. Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Eiward Albert 
Seddon, J. 

Shackleton, David James 
Sheffield,Sir Berkeley GeorgeD. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 

Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton) 

Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 

Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 

Thorne, William 

Thornton, Perey M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent,Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walker, Col. W. H. (Lancashire 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Villiams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 
Sir Gilbert Parker and Mr. 
Stanley Wilson. 





*Mr. F. E. SMITH (Liverpool, Walton) 
moved an Amendment exempting the 
Militia from the operation of the Bill. 
He said that this and consequential 
Amendments obviously raised a matter 
of the most important kind in regard 
to the most far-reaching military changes 
which had been brought forward in this 
country for many years. Those who 
had given him the information enabling 
him to bring forward the matter were 
very anxious that he should make it 
quite clear to the Secretary of State for 
War that, although they thought he was 
mistaken, they were not unmindful of his 
courtesy and consideration in regard to 
the changes which he had proposed. The 
first point which had struck those who 
were interested in the military forces 
of the Empire was the very serious step 
which the right hon. Gentleman was 
taking in regard to the Militia. In fact, 
in dealing with the Militia, the Yeomanry, 
and the Volunteers, the right hon. Gentle- 
man had completely ignored the historical 
bases upon which those forces had de- 
pended in the past, and grown up to 
their present condition. Each service was 
possessed of some special attraction to 
those who were willing to serve in it. 
The Militia went so far back as the old 
Train Bands in the time of Charles the 
First, and continued until the time when 
service was made compulsory in the reign 
of George III. Following the system 
inaugurated in 1852 with the Com- 
pulsory Ballot Act, one found that 


the Militia had had its origin and had 
developed on lines peculiarly its own 
down to 1865 when the Militia Ballot 
Act was introduced, which had _ been 
maintained ever since by the Expiring 
Laws Continuance Act. From that time 
forward also one found that there were 
a number of circumstances connected 
with the Militia which were not to be 
found in the case of the Volunteers or 
of the Yeomanry. As the Duke of 
Bedford had pointed out in another 
place, since Pitt reorganised the Militia 
there had never been a time when the 
country had made a demand on them 
and the force had not responded to 
the wants of the country. From 1803 
to 1813 a very large proportion of the 
total number of those who served in the 
wars came from the Militia, so that the 
right hon. Gentleman would see that what- 
ever excuse might be derived from the 
Militia being always “ bled white,” applied 
with as much force at the beginning of 
the last century as now. Coming to 
1853, the next comparable crisis in the 
history of the nation, the force was revived, 
and it had to do garrison duty not only 
in the United Kingdom, but also in the 
Mediterranean, Egypt, and other places. 
During the Indian Mutiny both for pur 
poses of drafts and for garrison duty the 
Militia rendered valuable service. During 
the war in South Africa the only military 
force which provided full units for itself 
was the Militia, in spite of the fact that 
the force was said to be “bled white.” 
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‘That continued during the whole course 
of the war, and they sent complete units 
to the extent of sixty-one battalions of 
Infantry absolutely serving in South 
Africa, and nine battalions serving in the 
Mediterranean and in Egypt, seventy in 
all. That meant that 100,000 men served 
in South Africa, Egypt, and the depend- 
encies of the Empire, and the Regular 
Force absorbed 50,000 men by transfer 
from the Militia. He did not propose to 
enter upoa the question of the behaviour of 
the Militia, because the Committee would 
recall that their conduct had been praised 
by General Knox, who said that he could 
not recollect an instance in which they 
had failed him; Lord Kitchener had said 
that their conduct was highly creditable, 
and they had also been praised by 
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General French for their brilliant defence | 


of Fraserburg. It was sufficient as a 
summary to say that 226 Militia officers 
were mentioned in despatches, and 245 
non-commissioned officers and men wore 
the King’s medal for distinguished 
service. In 1902, 8,000 men passed from 


the Militia into the Army, and the 
average was now 12,000 a year. What 


evidence had the right hon. Gentleman 
leading him to the conclusion that he 
would obtainin the future the 12,000 troops 
he formerly obtained from the Militia ? 
He might point out that many men 
passed into the Regular Army through 
the avenue of the Militia whom the 
Regular Army would not otherwise 
obtain, simply because they were enabled 
ina tentative fashion to discover through 
their Militia service whether or not a 
military career would have attractions 
for them. Out of 100 men who under- 
went six months training under the 
Spectutor scheme, and who became com- 
petent soldiers during that period, only 
one intended to go into the Army at 
the time the training commenced, but 
twenty-six joined as a result of the 
training received. The point had been 
emphasised over and over again that 
a very large number of the recruits 
obtained each year for the Army would 
never join but for the locus pwenitentie they 
received in the Militia. 
Which inquired into the experience of 
the South African War put it on record 
that there was imperative need for 


The Commission | 


organised expansion outside the Regular | 
Army, and yet the right hon. Gentleman | 


was destroying the only force which in 
the history of the country for 150 years 
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had never failed to provide a reliable 
source of expansion. They were entitled, 
therefore, to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man what was to take the place of the 
paid Militia Force which had served under 
the Army Act for 150 years for the 
necessary expansion and which was now 
to be destroyed. What was to take its 
place? It was not easy to say what 
was meant by the Under-Secretary in 
another place or even the reports of the 
right hon. Gentleman. In the first place 
one was supposed to look as a substitute 
to a civilian force on entirely voluntary 
lines, paid for the week or fortnight when 
the camp was held. There was to be no 
preliminary recruit training, and com- 
pany and musketry drill was to be out of 
the men’s spare time. No experienced 
Militia officer would say that in the 
Territorial Force, in which was to be 
incorporated that part of the Militia that 
was to be for ever destroyed, they would 
ever discover an efficient substitute for 
the work which the Militia had done in 
the past. There was the supply of drafts 
and the supply of units in time of war. 
Let them compare the very inadequate 
training of the Territorial Force with 
their four weeks annual drill, with food, 
bounty pay, clothes, and winter months 
non-training bounty, ls. a day for a week 
ora fortnight. It was not surprising that 
when the Duke of Bedford, as he had 
stated in another place, communicated 
with the commanding officers of Militia 
and asked whether they thought the units 
under their command could accept the 
conditions of service offered by the Secre- 
tary of State, 104 returned a blunt 
negative. Only three said yes and 
fourteen answered not at all. It should 
make the Committee pause when an 
overwhelming majority of those who 
in the past had been responsible for 
the organisation of the Militia were 
almost unanimously of opinion that it 
would not be possibie for the force in 
future to respond to the expectations 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
based upon it. It was vaguely antici- 
pated that part of the Militia would 
go into the Regular Forces and _be- 
come an element in the nucleus bat- 
talions to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man looked to perform many of the 
duties now discharged by the Militia. 
If reliance was seriously placed on the 
nucleus battalions to render services com- 
parable with those of the Militia, he 
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would point out that they would be 
composed as to one-third of recruits too 
young for service abroad, and that they 
would be drilled with other comrades than 
those with whom they were to serve and 
under other officers, a condition which all 
with any experience of drill of this kind 
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knew to be open to very serious objection. | 


He invited the right hon. Gentleman to 
state what the proposal of the Govern- 


ment was for providing the organised | 


force which experience had shown to be 
necessary for home and colonial garrisons 
on the out-break of war, for the drafts to 
meet casualties, and for keeping open the 
lines of communication. Where was he 
to find the force? Where were the drafts 
to come from to meet casualties? In that 


regard they might refer briefly to the | 


experience of the war in Manchuria, 
which, if nothing else, showed that 
what they had to face in the future 
with regard to the responsibility for 
drafts and the repair of wastage was the 
destruction of whole battalions. If the 
nucleus battalions or the special con- 
tingents were to be used for that 
purpose, it was obvious that their useful- 
ness for services such had been 
rendered by the Militia in the past was 
almost entirely destroyed. The right 
hon. Gentleman knew what were the 
numbers that would be required on the 
outbreak of a great war to protect the 


as 


lines of communication when all the 
Regulars were required to serve at 


the front. If the special reserves were 
going to develop in the direction of 
provisional battalions for that purpose 
their drafting functions were gone, 
and it was extremely difficult to dis- 
cover Where the right hon. Gentleman 
was to find regiments to guard the 
lines of communication. He submitted 
that it would be madness to put the 
Militia with the Yeomanry and _ the 
Volunteers in the melting pot until there 
was some force adequate to take its 
place. it had been pointed out that 
there was a deficiency of 37,500 in the 
Militia, but that was a reason not for 
destroying the force, but for improving 
it and restoring its efficiency. The Secre- 
tary of State for War must be aware that, 
in the judgmeut of the vast majority of the 
Militia, if they had control of their own 
recruiting and received some of the 
concessions which they had asked for, the 
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the past. 
himself but a recent convert to the 
necessity of abolishing the historical 
force, for a year ago in speaking of the 
general reforms he wished to make in 
the Army he declared his intention of pro- 
tecting the Militia as. far as possible from 
the liability to be exhausted by drafts. 
He was sure the right hon. Gentleman 
could not have made such a. state- 
ment without carefully considering 
whether or not the Militia was entitled 
to survive after that reorganisation. 
The right hon. Gentleman had at that 
time indicated in great detail that the 
salvation of the country was to he found 
in the development of an expeditionary 
force which was to consist of 154,000 
men, of whom 30,000 were to be on a 
Militia basis. At that time the right 
hon. Gentleman was of opinion that it 
was wrong that the Militia should be 
exhausted by drafts, and indicated his 
intention, as far as. he could, to protect 
the Militia from the liability to that 
species of exhaustion. He showed at the 
time that, equally with themselves, he 
was desirous of preserving the Militia. 
The right hon. Gentleman went on to 
say — 


“We have a large number of Militia 
Garrison Artillery, about 14,000. ‘The Com- 


mittee may ask : are you sure these Militiamen 
will do their work, and my answer is yes, the 
General Statf are perfectly sure.” 

The right hon. Gentleman’s observa- 
tions showed most clearly that at that 
time, only a year ago, he and those who 
were informing him were strongly of 
opinion that the best hope for the forces 
of the Crown in the future was to pre- 
serve the Militia. ‘The right hon. Gentle- 
man said— 


‘The Militia must have a new function 
assigned to them in the organisation of the 
Army as awhole. They must either fall back 
into Volunteer work, in which case they would 
not be paid any more than the Volunteers are 
paid, or else they must take upon themselves 
the same obligation as the Regular soldier, and 
that is to be ready to serve abroad in time of 
war, In time of war they can be of no use to 
us unless they form an efficienct first line of 
support to the Regular Army in the field... 
It is therefore clear that we must ask the 
Militia to form a first line of draft for the 
tegular Army in the field and therefore to 


| accept the obligation of going abroad in time 


Militia would be perfectly competent to | 
continue the service it nad rendered in | 


Mr, F. E. Sinith. 


of war... The Militia have to elect 
between going into the condition of Volunteers 
and coming nearer to the Regular Forces. 
What we are anxious to do is to take the 
Militia battalions and make them battalions 
of the Regular Army. . . We propose to put 
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The right hon, Gentleman was. 








500 


was. 
the 
‘ical 
the 
> in 
pro- 
rom 
ifts. 
nan 
ate- 
ring 
tled 
ion. 
shat 
the 
und 
ary 
000 
na 
ight 
t it 
be 
his 
tect 
hat 
the 
he 
itia. 
to 


litia 
‘om- 
men 

the 


rva- 
hat 
vho 

of 
rces 
re- 
tle- 


tion 
the 
ack 
yuld 
are 
lves 
and 
e of 
e to 
e of 
the 
the 
; to 
ime 
lect 
pers 
ces. 
the 
ons 
put 





1501 Territorial and 


behind every Regular battalion of the home 
Army a third or Militia battalion.” 

Those who were most qualified to 
speak for the Militia to-day would not 
have shrunk from the modifications which 
the right hon. Gentleman was willing to 
make at that time, nor from the burdens 
which he thought it necessary to impose 
upon them. If they had been asked 
to discharge those duties the Secretary 
of State would have obtained from 
them the services which he required. 
Only twelve months had passed, and 
the right hon. Gentleman had changed 
his opinion. He was satisfied that the 
opinion of the vast majority of those 
who had served in the Militia was that 
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the first plan of the right hon. Gentle- | 
man was far more in the interests of the | 


armed forces of the Crown than his 
present proposals. He begged to move 
his Amendment, believing that the right 
hon. Gentleman ought to consider the 
matter very carefully before casting 
away a force which for hundreds of 


years had never failed to do what the | 
rhen they dealt in another fashion with 


country had asked of it in time of need. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘ Regulars’ 
to insert the words ‘and the Militia.’ ”— 
(Mr. F. E. Smith.) 


(Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. HALDANE said the hon. Gentle- 
man had presented the case very temper- 
ately, but in a way which he thought 
would not have been possible for him 
if he had sat longer in Parliament, for he 
would have been in his seat through 
the period when right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite were responsible for the affairs 
of the Army, and when they had to deal 
with this question in a fashion which 
must have made them, and obviously did 
make them, realise the difficulties with 
which they had to deal. During the ten 
years they were in office there was only 
one definite proposal put forward on 
behalf of the then Government as a 
means of redressing the evils to which 
the Regular Forces, particularly the 
infantry of the Line, were subject. When 
he succeeded to responsibility in these 
matters, a prolonged investigation dis- 
closed—and about this there could be 
no manner of doubt—that there were 
such gaps in the Regular Forces that they 
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were wholly unfit, as at present organised, 
to be put into the field, unless steps were 
improvised which ought never to have to 
be improvised on the outbreak of war. 
One chief difficulty was that there was 
no machinery for providing infantry 
drafts to make up the wastage of war— 
absolutely none. When that difficulty 
presented itself to the late Government 
in 1904, there was put forward in an 
official Paper of the 2nd August, 1902, 
the proposition of the then Government 
for putting right that state of things. 
Was it what the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man supported? Absolutely not. It 
was to abolish altogether fourteen bat- 
talions of the Line (he felt himself a 
poor innocent compared with the strong 
men of those days), and to convert 
twenty-six more into what were called 
short service or general service battalions : 
that was to say, that instead of trained 
men who had been for a prolonged period 
with the colours, they were to remain 
only two years with the colours, and after- 
wards to be passed into the Reserve. 


certain other battalions by reducing their 
establishment and their strength. As 
regarded the Militia itself, thirty-three 
hattalions were to be taken away and 
converted into those short service 
battalions. That was a very drastic 
proposition, he thought the only 
practical proposition, put forward by the 
late Government for dealing with the 
provision of drafts to make up for the 
wastage of war. That proposition did 


not succeed. He had _ never been 
one of those who reflected hardly, 
or at all, on his predecessors who 


had these difficulties before them and 
did not succeed in solving them, because 
he recognised how immense the difficul- 
ties were. It was a task of tremendous 
difficulty, where they had only a Volun- 
teer service, to provide for these things. 
The present Government had nowj.to 
solve the problem, and if their solu- 
tion appeared to be drastic, the reason 
was that the difficulty could only be 
coped with by going to the very root 
of it. It was true that the Militia were 
an old and very important constitutional 
body—far more important formerly than 
in the present time. There was a period 
in which the Militia might be said to 
have constituted the main part of the 
forces of the Crown in this country. 
That state of things had changed by 
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‘degrees. It was changed very much 
when Mr. Pitt began to draft the Militia 
into the service of the Line, which had 
to serve so much abroad in the great 
Napoleonic wars. To-day, in an island 
such as ours, where our men had to do 
their fighting usually at a great distance 
from home, it was the first and primary 
duty of the War Minister of the day to 
see that the Regular Line was put into a 
sound condition, and that could not be 
accomplished without supplying the drafts 
for making good the wastage of war, and 
without having scientific machinery, well 
thought out, and to be counted upon as 
workable for the purpose of furnishing 
those drafts. It was those considerations 
which had led them to put forward the 
present proposals. What was the position 
of the Militia? Was it a force which 
could provide those drafts and also fulfil 
the useful purpose of furnishing units 
for the lines of communication, garrison 
service, and service in the field, of which 
the right hon. Gentleman had spoken 1 
Lord Lansdowne had pointed out in the 
House of Lords that the Militia was a 
decadent force, and, to use his phrase, it 
was— 

‘* plundered at one end by the Regulars and 
pillaged at the other by the Volunteers.” 

The Regulars relied upon the Militia 
for a large number of recruits. 


Militia That took away a great deal 
of the strength of that force. On the 
other hand, the Volunteers had more and 


They | 
drew some 12,000 every year from the | 


{COMMONS} 








more been displacing the old county | 
| day abolished the Militia Reserve, taking 


Militia, so that the Militia had been 
becoming more and more a professional 
force. 
had referred to a letter in Phe Times by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Croydon, which, so far, he had not 
had leisure to read, in which it was 
pointed out that the men in the third 
battalions would be recruited as young 
as seventeen. So they would, but as 
little as possible, though they would 
inevitably have to be taken young. They 
would be taken at seventeen into the 
Militia now, in order to get the material 
from which the Regular Army could draw 
recruits. They took them at seventeen, 
and they then got them at eighteen for 
service in the Regular Army. That was 
the experience of the past, and that was 
why the Government felt compelled to 
make provision for it in the new organi- 
sation, and they hoped, and had good 


Mr. Haldane. 


The hon. and learned Gentleman | 
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reason to hope, that the age at 
which they would get recruits would 
steadily rise. The position of the 
Militia at present was this. The first 
function was to supply recruits for the 
Army. That ought not to be so, but un- 
fortunately it had grown up, because the 
Militia had more and more ceased to ful- 
fil its old consitutional purpose and had 
more and more ceased to be a county force. 
That was the inevitable result of the 
Cardwell scheme ; it was recognised as its 
primary function to be an auxiliary of the 
Regular Forces, and they could not go back 
upon that without damaging an important 
source of supply of troops for the Army. 
In the second place, the position of the 
Militia was this: Under the pressure of 
which Lord Lansdowne had spoken their 
strength had been steadily dwindling ; 
they were now 40,000 below establish- 
ment, they were nearly 1,000 short in 
officers, and the position was growing 
worse and more serious; it had been 
going on for years. At the time of the 
South African War the Militia provided, 
under a system which had been in opera 
tion some years, what was called a 
Militia Reserve, a reserve of Militia who 
took engagements to go out as drafts for 
Regular battalions, they were often the 
pick of the Militia battalions, and they 
performed splendid service during the 
war. But their absence ruined the 
efficiency of the units and left many of 
them altogether out of fighting condition. 
As soon as the war showed signs of 
coming to an end the Government of the 


away from the Regular Army the sole 
source they had for getting drafts to 
supply the wastage of war. That was 
done in the dona fide expectation that 
there was an alternative in the three 
years system which it was supposed 
would give the drafts and at the same 
time furnish a Reserve. That turned 
out to be a delusion. Nobody was in 
favour of the three years system, and 
everybody rejoiced that it was abolished 
except under exceptional conditions. 
That altered the conditions for the worse, 
because the Militia Reserve was gone, 
and the situation now was that there was 
no service to supply the wastage of war. 
What was the next thing that happened ! 
The Militia were found to be still going 
back, and when, a year ago, as the hon. 
and learned Gentleman had said, he pro- 
posed to do what Mr. Cardwell had 
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drafts for two Line battalions—it was not 
a perfect form, but it was machinery for 
keeping the thing going—the Militia 
commanders said, ‘‘ If you draw upon us 
for drafts you will reduce us to the con- 
dition we were in at the time of the South 
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African War, and will make us useless | 


units.” And they were right. His mili- 
tary advisers pointed out that 124 or 
126 Militia battalions were so under 
strength that there 
making them efficient except by com- 
pounding them out of all shape and 
reforming them into composite battalions, 
in which no identity would be left. It 
seemed to him, therefore, that the scheme 
had broken down because the people 
concerned were not willing to carry it 


was no way of | 


out; and the obvious course to take was | 


to constitute a reserve battalion with the 
express function of training men to 
provide for the wastage of war. Those 
battalions would be available for other and 
collateral purposes ; 


they would take in | 


surplus recruits and new recruits, and, | 
giving them a large complement of officers, 


they could in the event of war throw off 
a battalion for war purposes, while in 


time of peace there would be a nucleus | 


as a training school for drafts for the 
Regular Army. If they took men at the 
age of seventeen, they would only do 
what the Militia were now doing—pro- 
viding for a stream of recruits for 
regular service. They would pass on at 
eighteen into the Line, and so he caleu- 
lated, from experience, they would get a 
stream of recruits for the Line. It was 
the only method, for it was obvious they 
could not keep up 124 ragged battalions, 
some between 200 and 300 below 
strength. They were driven to that 
course by the iron logic of facts and by 
the attitude of the Militia commanders. 
It had been said it was a quarrel between 
the commanders and the War Office ; but 
it was not so. ‘he matter was very 
carefully considered, and he gave the 
Militia commanders a full testimonial, so 
far as he was in a position to do so, that 
they came to their conclusion against 


being drafted in the conviction that if. 


the drafts were allowed to take place 


their condition would become worse and | 


worse, until the M:litia would practically | 


become extinct. ‘here was no other 
way, for they were not justified in ex- 


penditure for keeping up the Militia , 


under such conditions. They agreed in 
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that view with the late Government, but 
where they differed from the late Govern 
ment was in taking a more conservative 
and less drastic position than a complete 
rejection of the Cardwell policy, and mak- 
ing a third battalion a means of training, 
the Militia proper going into the Terri- 
torial Force. The hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for the Walton Division of Liverpool 
had asked what provision had been made 
for securing the lines of communication 
and providing for the garrisons. In the 
first place, the whole of the Irish Militia 
would enlist under Part III. and become 
special reservists; but whereas in the 
past there were eight third battalions 
of Irish regiments, they would be united 
to other twelve regiments, more or less of 
a Militia character, but they would not 
be a Militia in the old sense; they would 
belong to the Line, and the difference 
between the reservists and the training 
battalion would be that the primary 
function would not be for drafting. In 
other words they would simply be twelve 
regiments composed of special reservists, 
Subject to that they would try to pre- 
serve their traditions as much as possible. 
There were twelve regiments for the lines 
of communication. The expeditionary 
force would take up only sixty-six 
battalions of the Line, and there would 
be six over, available for lines of 
communication added to the twelve. In 
time of war he reckoned on the training 
battalions throwing off a battalion, the 
men being moved to barracks vacated 
by the expeditionary force. In that way 
he had no doubt that they would have 
an ample supply of battalions for the 
lines of communication and other work 
of that kind under the organisation 
which he had proposed. The Militia 
oticers would have their position in the 
Reserve of Officers. A Militia captain, 
if he fulfilled the conditions, would enter 
the Reserve of Officers, and practically 
have the same employment as at present, 
receiving pay and allowance and a retain- 
ing fee for his liability to take service 
abroad upon mobilisation, when he would 
become an officer of the Regular Army. 
He hoped in time to create a Reserve oi 
Officers by the scheme upon which he was 
still working, and meanwhile hoped for 
the assistance of a suitable number of 
Militia officers who would be willing to 
take service in the Reserve of Officers. 
The Militia would cease to be the old 
Militia, but they wonid be enormously 
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fraught with very serious risks, and it 
might be irremediable risks in the future. 


1507 Territorial and 


more effective ; part of them would be- | 
come Regulars, and another part would | 





go to the county for the functions of the | 


The Minister for War had said that the 


‘county force which the Militia had/ mover of the Amendment would hardly 
fultilled in the past. There were ample} have made the speech he had made had 
possibilities in the future for such; he been in the last Parliament and 


battalions. If they wished to go for 
‘service abroad, it was open to them, under 
Clause 12, to engage to do so. In other 
words, what the Government had aimed 
-at in their scheme was to open up 
possibilities of improvement which would 
‘depend upon individual willingness. 
How these things would turn out he could 
mot say, for no one could look into the 
future ; but this he did say, that the 
scheme of the Government, with its pro- 


vision for the abolition of the present | 


} 
if 
| 
| 
| 
| 


constitution of the Militia, was essential | 
to getting the Line rank into decent con- 


dition. 
all seriousness, and with a deep sense of 
his responsibility in the matter. He felt 
‘that the condition of the Line was very 


He dwelt upon that point with | 


serious indeed at the present time. Its | 


deficiencies no one could ignore. 


Nowa- | 


days the wastage of war was very high, | 


and if the Line was to be a workable 
force provision must be made for making 
up that wastage ; and it was because the 
Government felt the only means they 


had for making it up lay through the | 


reform of the Militia that they took 
‘the step of placing their plan before 
the country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of Lon- 
-don) said the plan of the right hon. 


Gentleman with regard to the Militia was | 


‘one which he had regarded from the 
beginning with the gravest misgiving and 
anxiety. As for the rest of the scheme, 


-~whether it worked or did not work it | 


would not necessarily destroy the Volun- 


responsible in some degree for the military 
policy of the late Government. He 
did not agree with that. The right hon. 
Gentleman had always considered in a 
non-controversial spirit the military pro- 
posals of his predecessors in office, and 
he did not mean to go back upon the 
old history of Army policy under the 
late Government ; but he did say that 
nothing occurred in that period which 
in his judgment ought to prevent any 
man from taking the course of preventing 
the destruction of the ancient Militia force 
of the country. It was quite true that 
a plan, which never received the assent 
of the House, was brought forward by 
his right hon. friend the Member for 
Croydon, under which the whole stress 
of providing for expansion was thrown, 
not upon the Militia, but upon the new 
short-service battalions ; and if there had 
been called into existence short-service 
and long-service battalions together, 
as that plan proposed, they would, 
no doubt, have given the country a 
force for foreign service which the right 
hon. Gentleman’s scheme, even in his own 
view, could never provide. There was 
an alternative plan affecting the Militia 
which was never brought before the 
House, but with which, as there was a 
revord of it, the right hon. Gentleman 
must be fully acquainted. That plan, 
while retaining and continuing the 
peculiar qualities of the Militia, would 
have provided an improved form of the 
service which the force had so long ren- 
dered to the country, and he was sorry 


teer Force. The county associations | the right hon. Gentleman had rejected it. 
might succeed or they might fail.| But what was the basis of his objection 


Failure would not carry with it any 
great national disaster, and success would 
mean undoubtedly an improvement in 
‘the organisation of the Volunteers and 
Yeomanry. But the destruction of the 
Militia was a step which they could 
‘hardly retrace, or, at all events, could 


only retrace at a great sacrifice and after | 


considerable time. He therefore most 
earnestly begged the Committee to pause 
and consider most seriously before they 
-decided upon taking a course which, 
‘whether right or wrong—and he thought 
vit was wrong—was one at all events 


Mr. Haldane. 


| 





to the plan of the Government ? He did 
not put it wholly or mainly on the ground 
of sentiment. He thought he was a 
foolish man who ignored sentiment and 
tradition in such a matter, and was 
oblivious to the long historie past of the 
Militia. Still, he would argue the case 
entirely from a hard, practical business 
point of view. How were they to 
get in the most efficient manner the 
forces they wanted in time of war? The 
plan of the right hon. Gentleman, put 
shortly, was to throw the whole stress of 
war upon the Regular Army battalions, 
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and to provide machinery 7" which 
those Regular battalions would be fed in 
the time of war and the shortage to 
which they would be then exposed ‘made 
up. Everybody admitted that there must 
be some machinery for making up the 
wastage to which the Regular battalions 
would be subject in time ‘of war. But it 
was not common sense not to recognise 
the fact that in time of war they required 
units of different degrees of efficiency, and 
of different degrees of cost as measured 
by efficiency. “The Regular battalions 
were the most expensive because they 
were the most highly trained of units. 
But was it the proper course to throw 
the whole work of war on those most 
expensive and, no doubt, most efficient 
Regular battalions, when some of that 
work might be effectively done by the 
less costly, because not so highly trained, 
Militia? Under the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s plan, he would be driven in time of 
war to use the costly units of the Regular 
Army, and, by so much, deplete his 
fighting line of the best troops he had at 
his disposal. He thought that must be a 
bad arrangement. What was the right 
hon. Gentleman’s justification ? He said 
that experience had shown that, if they 
tried to use their machinery for the 
double purpose ot providing drafts and 
doing other work on the lines of com- 
munication and elsewhere, they would 


tind their depleted regiments were per- | 
fectly useless for any purpose to which | 


they might desire to put them. Did 
experience show that that was the fact ? 


May 1907} 











While it was quite true that the Militia | 


hattalions which served in the South 
African War were never, for the reasons 


he had stated, really the equals of the | 


Regular battalions, they nevertheless did 
excellent work in maintaining lines of 
communication and in garrison pur- 
poses. Not only had recent experience 
shown that that was the fact, but the 
right hon. Gentleman by his own policy 
had admitted it. What had the right hon. 
Gentleman just told the Committee ? He 
told them that there were Irish Militia 
battalions which were to be subjected to 
the double strain of providing drafts and 
doing work on the lines of communication, 
a strain which when applied to English 
troops destroyed the battalions altogether. 
If that could be done in Ireland, why on 
earth could not it be done in England ? 
The policy of the right hon. Gentleman 
in Ireland supplied the severest condem- 
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nation of his policy of destroying the 
Militia in this country. At any rate, the 
policy of the right hon. Gentleman in 
Ireland was much nearer the policy which 
he would like to see universally adopted 
in regard to the Militia than the policy 
of the right hon. Gentleman in Great 
Britain. The supplementary system was 
wanted to aid in time of peace the general 
machinery of equipment, but he did not 
believe that the special reserve battalions 
would kave the attraction for the recruit 
which the old Militia battalions had. The 
latter, as every one knew, and as the 
right hon. Gentleman had said, were a 
great means of introducing people to a 
military life, and if they liked the military 
life they then went into the Regular 
Army. He believed the Militia battalion, 
with its present traditions, system, and 
officers, would fulfil those objects incom- 
parably better than this new and hybrid 
creation of the right hon. Gentleman, 
which was neither Militia, Volunteers, 
nor Regulars. The special reserve 
battalion would be a battalion only in 
name, and a depét would be quite as appro- 
priate a description for it as a military 
unit. It was an amorphous creation, and 
although that did not condemn it, it was 
a consideration which would influence the 
mind of the recruit. So much for the time 
of peace. But it was not in time of 
peace that those battalions were most 
important ; their function was to begin 
as soon as war was declared. The right 
hon. Gentleman appeared to anticipate 
that then those battalions would throw 
off other battalions which would do all 
the garrison duty and defence of lines of 
communication which the Militia had so 
efficiently done in the past. The process 
of building new battalions, as far as he 
understood it, was a process which must 
inevitably take time. It might well be 
done in the course of a long war; but 
could it be done in the first week, month, 
or three months of a war? In the first 
three months of the South African War 
we sent abroad thirty-five battalions of 
Militia. Were we going to find thirty- 
five new budded battalions, the hasty 
offspring of these reserve battalions, in 
that period ? By admission the right hon. 
Gentleman was creating machinery which 
could only slowly and imperfectly do 
that which was adequately done now by 
the traditional Militia system of the 
country. The right hon. Gentleman 
relied upon these reserve battalions as a 
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machinery for providing drafts, and held 
that no machinery for that purpose 
could be obtained otherwise. That was 
not the view of Mr. Cardwell, of whose 
scheme the right hon. Gentleman was 
an advocate. Under the Cardwellian 
scheme the second home battalion was to 
do for the foreign battalion exactly what 
the right hon. Gentleman’s reserve batta- 
lion was to do for both. He would have 
thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
was on much sounder and _ safer lines 
if he had retained and improved the 
Militia, and made them liable for foreign 


{COMMONS} 





service—as they were quite ready to be 
made liable. He could have made some 
arrangement with them, which he still 
believed could be made, whereby they | 
might assist, at all events, in the work of 
providing drafts, supplementing them, if 
they required to be supplemented, by 
Mr. Cardwell’s plan of large depdéts. 
That was a plan which seemed to him to 
carryout all the right hon. Gentleman 
desired, while keeping that the loss of 
which they regretted. They would then | 
be able at the moment war broke out to 
release from the garrisons the highly- 
trained men who were now locked up in 
them, and send them to India or else- 
where. Battalions trained economically 


on a Militia basis were perfectly adequate | 


for the less difficult operations of war, 
and as the war went on they would receive 
the necessary training to enable them to 
go forward with success and _ honour. 
They would have all the machinery 
necessary to supply the drafts necessitated 
by the wastage in the field. It wasa 
fundamental fact that in war troops were 
required of different degrees of excellence, 
and it was very uneconomical to use troops 
of the first excellence for work of the 
second order of difticulty. We had troops 
that could now be used for work of the 
second order which were extremely 
cheap, and he could not believe that it 
was right to abolish them and put 





nothing in their place. He hoped, even 
now, that the right hon. Gentleman 
would modify his scheme—he did not | 
ask him to destroy or revolutionise | 


it— so that our existing system 
might be maintained to carry out 
such parts of the scheme as would 


conduce to the general efficiency of the 
forces, whether Regular or Volunteer. | 
He regarded this as the most crucial | 
part of the Bill, and earnestly hoped the | 


Committee would most carefully consider | 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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their policy before they finally assented 
to the destruction of an historic force. 


*CapTAIN FABER (Hampshire, An- 
dover) said he was sure that the 
Secretary of State for War regretted the 
absence through ill-health of his prede- 
cessor, who had devoted so much time to 
Army questions. If he might be per- 
mitted to say so, he thought that very 
few men could within the time at his 
disposal have done so much as the present 
Secretary of State in investigating the pro- 
blems connected with Army organisat on. 
The two most important points in the 
3ill were the special contingent and the 
Territorial Army. As to the Territorial 
Army it seemed to him to depend upon 
whether one believed or did not believe 
in the possibility of invasion, and if 
one believed in that possibility he did 
not think the Territorial Army would 
be large enough to resist the attack. If, 
however, one did not believe in the 
possibility of invasion, that question need 
not enter into the debate, and therefore 
the special contingent and the manner in 
which it was to be formed seemed to be 
the whole crux of the matter. The 
special contingent seemed to consist of 
75,000 men, but how they were to get 
that number was quite another matter. 
The President of the Board of Trade 
thought that in the present depressed 
state of the building trade it would 
not be difficult to get the required 
number of men, but having in view 
what the Committee on Physical De- 
terioration had reported there might be 
more difficulty than the right hon. 
Gentleman anticipated. Besides, the 
same condition of things as now existed 
in the building trade would not always 
prevail, and he did not think that it had 
entered into the minds of the right hon. 
Gentleman and of hon. Members what 
wastage would be involved in connection 
with that force. If that wastage was 
taken at 15 per cent. it would mean in 
two years the loss of about 25,000 men, 
which would reduce the contingent tb 
50,000, and if there was a war during the 
next two years there would be no sy ecial 
contingent of the strength which the 
right hon. Gentleman anticipated to be 
brought out. Of course we might be 
lucky enough to avoid war as the right 
hon. Gentleman hoped, but still they 
ought to make provision for it in case 
it should break out. Referring to hisown 
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branch of the Service, the Artillery, he 
quoted the statement of the hon. Member 
for South Salford that drivers and 
gunners could not be taught their duties, 
in six months. He knew the right hon. 
Gentleman did not agree, and relied on 
the experience of the Japanese. But in 
the Japanese war the drivers, as a rule, 
went along hard roads and only at a 
walk. He could not think that the right 
hon. Gentleman contemplated that in the 
next European war our own drivers 
would never go off the main roads or 
move at any greater speed than a walk. 
He hoped a year’s training would be substi- 
tuted for six months, and urged the desira- 
bility of special short-service battalions. 


*ViscounT MORPETH said that 
any change in the condition of the 
Militia was an important consideration 
to the country, and the abolition of 
the foree would be not only a matter 
of regret to the members ef the force, 
but a permanent loss to the armed 
forces of the country. It was true that 
the right hon. Gentleman at the end 
of his speech had said that he was not 
abolishing the Militia bat reforming it, 
but that was a mere figure of speech, 
because a part of the officers and men 
were to go to the Volunteers and part to 
the Regulars, and it was impossible to 
contend that the Militia was saved when 
that was+the case. The right hon. 
Gentleman was abolishing a force which 
could not be replaced and which was 
more capable of expansion than any other 
in time of war. It was often said that 
the Militia was a decadent force, and yet 
during the South African War it was 
found possible to send not only drafts 
from it but units to the front. He did 
not wish to condemn one branch of the 
Service at the expense of another, but 
he would point out that the Militia 
was the only branch of the Auxiliary 
Forces which went to the seat of war in 
units and not merely in individual com- 
panies or as volunteers. As he had 
pointed out, the force had not only sent 
out units, but drafts of officers and men 
to the Regular Army. No doubt the 
rizht hon. Gentleman would remember 
that some fifteen or twenty years ago the 
magazines were full of discussions as to 
whether the Yeomanry Force had become 
moribund and ought to be abolished. 
They all remembered those articles and 
what a narrow escape the Yeomanry 
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had of being discontinued as one of the 
Auxiliary Forces. Fortunately it had 
been saved, as he thought with good 
results, and if the Militia could be 
saved and it was properly handled and 
treated, in twenty years time they 
would look back to its preservation 
with equal satisfaction. The right 
hon. Gentleman, although he told them 
that he must abolish the Militia Force, 
had done it in the most urbane and 
kindliest manner, but his supporters in 
the Press had not been equally courteous. 
They accused colonels of Militia regi- 
ments of stupidity and even of want of 
patriotism because they had refused 
to allow drafts from their regiments. 
He wondered whether it had ever 
occurred to those critics that it was 
moribund because it was called on 
to produce drafts. There were certain 
distinguished Army officers who had 
taken no interest in the Militia 
except as the producer of drafts, 
and as soon as the Militia ceased to 
perform that office it was handed over 
to the Secretary of State for War and 
marked down for destruction. The sole 
interest in the force in the mind of that 
particular kind of officer was that it 
should be able to supply drafts to the 
Regular Army. He knew that the Regular 
Army was the chief consideration that the 
Secretary of State for War had before 
his eyes, and no doubt he was bound to 
fill up the Regular Army at all costs, but 
the right hon. Gentleman seemed to 
think, and this was quite another matter, 
that the Militia must be abolished because 
it was unwilling or unable to continue to 
supply drafts. In a significant part of 
his speech about recruiting the right hon. 
Gentleman had pointed out the difti- 
culties of voluntary enlistment, and 
had said they must go to the root 
of it, but he thought the right 
hon. Gentieman had made very little 
attempt to do so. All he had done was 
to abolish the Militia, and to put in its 
place as a draft-producing body the third 
battalion, but he had not faced the 
necessity of supplying a large body of men 
during a great war when an army had 
to be sent abroad. During the great 
Napoleonic wars, to which the right hon. 
Gentleman had made allusion, the Militia 
was not only enabled to embody as units, 
but to provide drafts to the Army. 
Instead of a force which could do that, 
the right hon. Gentleman proposed a 
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problematical force which was not now 
and might never be in _ existence. 


He doubted whether any of the in- 


{COMMONS} 


ducements that led men to enter the 
Militia or the Auxiliary Forces would | 


carry them into the 
battalions. In his opinion the Militia 
ought to be preserved, because the force 
would be able to provide the necessary 
units to free the Regular Army in 
time of war. 


proposed third | 


As Lord Salisbury had | 


written in a letter to 7he Times recently, | 
there was no excuse for abolishing a force | 


which had heen of great use, and had 
endeared itself to the 
There were two blots on the Bill which he 
believed would be largely removed if the 
Militia were saved. In the estimation 


sritish people. 


of almost every one who had spoken upon | 


the matter, the chief blot was that the 


troops of the future upon whom we were | 


to rely for home defence would be 
trained after war had begun, and no one 
knew whether we should have either the 
opportunity or the time to give that 


training when once war had been declared. | 


If the Militia was saved, it would receive 


its training upon enlistment and from | 


year to year, and though that training | 
might not be adequate the bulk of it! 


would be given before war broke out. 
On that ground alone it was worth 
while to save the Militia. The other blot 


was that there was no force which could | 


be sent out to support the troops at the 
front, except in the shape of drafts. 


The | 


right hon. Gentleman had suggested that | 


the Territorial Force should be asked to 


volunteer in battalions, brigades, or divi- | 


sions. But no more cruel farce could 
take place than to ask a battalion to 
volunteer for active service. 
many men in the Territorial Force who, 
not from any want of patriotism, but 
from force of circumstances in their 
domestic or civil life, were unable to 
volunteer, and it required a great amount 
for those men to step out 
of the ranks when the battalion was 
paraded and called upon to volun- 
teer for foreign service. It would be 
far fairer honestly to enlist those 


of courage 


battalions which it was proposed to send | 


to the front deliberately from the first 
to undertake foreign service instead of 


There were | 


trying to entrap men into the Territorial | 


Force presumably for the defence of this 

country alone, and having got them, to 

parade the battalion and call upon them 

to volunteer for foreign service. If the 
Viscount Morpeth. 
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right hon. Gentleman would only preserve 
the Militia instead of abolishing it, he 
would have a certain number of battalions 
specially enlisted with an obligation for 
foreign service. There would be no 
difficulty then, and the Militia could be 
easily filled up with that obligation. His 
experience had been that that would be 
no bar to filling up the Militia. Every- 
one was forced to recognise that under 
the Bill as drafted the Territorial Force 
was neither more nor less than the 
Volunteers as they existed at the present 
time. The Militia was either to be 
swamped in the Volunteer Force, or 
drafted in small parcels into the Regular 
Army. It was very well known that the 
Volunteer battalions, with all their ex- 
cellence, partly from want of time and 
from lack of opportunity to train together, 
and largely from want of adequate rifle 
practice, were nothing like such good 
shooting or such well-trained battalions 
as the Militia battalions. It would 
therefore be a very unwise policy to put 
an end to a force partly, if not highly, 
trained, and more efficient than the torce 
which, under the right hon. Gentleman’s 
proposal, was going to form the Territorial 


Army. He had spoken not from any 
particular love of the Militia force 
as at present constituted. He recog- 
nised that they were not what they 


should be, and they might be said to be 
of little value as they stood. But 
they were the force most easily under 
the hand of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in any crisis such as the out- 
break of a great war. They were the 
one force outside the Regular Army which 
was partially trained at any rate; the 
one force which could be sent abroad 
without injustice to the force and with- 
out that dislocation of the great industries 
of the country which would necessarily 
follow if the artisans and others engaged 
in those industries were to be sent abroad 


as Volunteers. For these reasons he 
earnestly pressed on the right hon. 


Gentleman the urgency of reconsidering 
the question of the Militia. If he 
preserved them he would find that, 
provided they were handled with sym- 
pathy and the necessary reforms were 
introduced, he would have a cheap force 
behind him in times of emergency. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. CHARLES 


HosuHovss, Bristol, £.) said the mover 
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of the Amendment and nearly everyone 
who had spoken from the Opposition side 
of the House had referred to the historical 
associations of the Militia. But he had 
noticed that not a single speaker had in 
any way referred to the present fighting 
value and efficiency of that force. It 
seemed to him that those who were 
responsible for spending the money of 
the nation on the fighting forces of the 
Crown were bound to look, not to the 
historic traditions of the force or its 
fighting value in the past, but to the 
value of that force to-day. It was 
a striking fact that during the last 
twenty years the strength of the Militia 
had diminished by something like 20,000 
men, Whilst during the same period the 
cost had gone up by half-a-million of 
money. There was something radically 
wrong with an organisation which spent an 
increasing amount on a decreasing number 
of men and secured decreased efficiency. 
Tne Government -were, therefore, bound 
to ask themselves, did the Militia fulfil 
its duty in our system of national defence ? 
He believed that from the moment a 
former Secretary of State did away with 
the Militia Reserve came the death-blow of 
the Militia. He did not recall a single 
person who had been responsible to the 
House for the administration of the Army 
whothought that the Militia had any other 
duty than to feed the Army in time of 
war. We could not at the present time 
send the Militia abroad. Even under 
the greatest stress of emergency we could 
not make use of the organisation of the 
Militia. Then of what use was the 
Militia as it stood at the present moment 
in the emergency of war? There were, 
he believed, forty-six Militia battalions 
about 5,000 men under strength: what 
would be the use of sending such a 
body to the seat of war? Every Secretary 
of State who had preceded his right hon. 
friend had agreed that the Militia was in 
a most unsatisfactory state. The hon. 
Member who proposed the Amendment 
quoted almost vebatim, although he did 
not give the Committee the source of 
his inspiration, from a long letter from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Croydon in The Times of yesterday. 
But if he quoted the actual words of the 
right hon. Gentleman, why did he not 
complete his argument by a further 
quotation from the letter ? But as the hon. 
Gentleman omitted to do so he himself 
might be allowed to fill up the gap. The 
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right hon. Member for Croydon in the 
lengthy and reasoned letter addressed to 
The Times said— 

‘*The destruction of the Militia is an im- 
mense mistake ; not because the Militia as at 
present constituted is of value as a fighting 
force. As a matter of fact, it has almost 
ceased to have any military value at all.” 

That was a strong admission coming 
from a right hon. Gentleman who had 
had the conduct of the War Office of 
this country for two or three years. 
And if hon, Members were to quote a 
description of the Militia as it would be 
when it became a part of the Territorial 
Force, he was entitled to point out what, 
in the opinion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Croydon, was the 
real value, at the present moment, of 
the Militia as a fighting force. It had 
none in that right hon. Gentleman's 
judgment. If that were so, the Militia 
was a superfluity, and we could not 
at the present time afford to pay for 
superfluities of any kind. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition had said with perfect truth 
that various schemes had been put before 
the House, had been withdrawn, and had 
never been thoroughly discussed by the 
House, as to the way in which a reform 
of the Militia might take place ; but it was 
well for them to recollect that though the 
right hon. Gentleman was not responsible 
for those schemes, yet they must have 
come before the Cabinet of which he was 
chief member before they could have been 
presented to the House as the plans of the 
Government. He did not recollect any 
single alternative scheme to that of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Croydon, which proposed to destroy 
practically thirty-two battalions — of 
Militia. He did not remember any other 
alternative scheme to that put forward 
by the late Government for the reor- 
ganisation of a force which they believed 
to be of no fighting value whatever. His 
right hon. friend on his side at all events 
had proposed a clear and definite plan to 
the House, to enable those men who now 
enlisted in the Militia force, while ceasing 
to serve ina foree which had no military 
value whatever, to transfer their services 
to a part of the defensive forces of the 
country which, they were sure, had a real, 
permanent fighting power behind them. 
That plan practically was to throw the 
whole burden of a campaign, or a succes- 
sion of campaigns, upon the Regular 
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Forces in regular units. It was to be 
observed in that connection that the 
colonial establishments of Regular troops 
were to-day on a very considerably higher 
standard than formerly. He thought 
that there were 100 more per battalion 
than there were before, and to that 
extent the strength of the Regular 
Force ready for a campaign in any 
way touching or directed against the 
Colonies was far stronger than it had 
been in previous years. Added to those 
Regular battalions there would be certain 
what he might almost call non-combatant 
units, composed of non-Regulars, for the 
ammunition columns and the medical and 
transport services—men who were not 
required by the necessities of war to 
have gone through a purely military 
training. <A great deal had been made 
of the fact that if they abolished the 
present organisation of the Militia they 
would do away with the units which, ata 
later stage of a campaign, they would be 
obliged to place in the field. In the 
Russo-Japanese War Japan placed in the 
field comparatively few units, and fed 
those units with constant drafts from 
their forces at home. His right hon. 
friend proposed to adopt a similar plan, 
and there was no necessity for the great 
number of units which hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had insisted upon. They must 
have full units facing the enemy abroad, 
and they must have draft-producing units 
at home to feed the units abroad. But 
they did not want a large number of 
units which were expected eventually to 
go abroad, which appeared to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to be the rile of 
the Militia at the present time. 
The Leader of the Opposition had said 
that there was not much advantage from 
territorial battalions, and that they only 
offered a system of depots. But in the 
case of the third battalions each contained 
special contingents for special service. 
Those special contingents could be 
organised into battalions—it was part of 
the plan that that should be so—and they 
would be serviceable as mobile battalions 
at home or abroad in case of emergency. 
Great stress was laid by the Leader of 
the Opposition upon the point that the 
third battalions would never be able to 
take the place of the thirty-five battalions 
taken out of the Militia and sent out to 
South Africa. The answer to that was 
complete. At the outbreak of the South 
African War they were only able to 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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move one or two isolated battalions, in 
addition to one organised infantry force, 
which came from Aldershot. That was 
the whole provision at the cutbreak of 
the war to meet the needs in South 
Africa. If his right hon. friend’s scheme 
were adopted the moment they mobilised 
the Army Reserve they would be able to 
send to the front 160,000 Regular troops, 
organised in divisions, as organised units, 
with a complete staff for all arms, and 
they would not require the services of 
the thirty-five battalions of Militia which 
were sent out at the outbreak of the 
South African War. That was a complete 
and unanswerable reply to the argument 
of the Leader of the Opposition. It 
depended on the success not only of the 
special contingents, but on the success of 
ordinary recruiting from year to year. 
Ordinary recruiting did not fail 
them at present, and need not be ex- 
pected to fail them. The plan of 
his right hon. friend was that, when the 
whole of the forces were mobilised into a 
striking force, there would be some- 
thing like 30,000 men, out of the 
160,000 men who would form _ that 
striking force, as a_ special 
With regard to what was called the 
Irish Militia, it had been said, “ Why 
retain the Irish Militia and drop the 
English Militia?” The answer was very 
simple. At this moment, there was no 
Volunteer force in Ireland to represent 
the territioral force as in England. 
There, for the moment, the Irish 
battalions were to remain. There were 
sixteen battalions, and he thought that 
gradually they would have to be formed 
into a force of auxiliary troops, and, as 
he understood, every attempt would be 
made to form them into a territorial 
force. He ventured to say that they 
could not afford to take superfluities ; 
they could not afford to accept the 
proposal which was now put before 
them any more than they could accept 
the proposal of the right hon, Gentleman 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, who 
asked the Government to except the 
Volunteers from their proposals. 


reserve, 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: No. 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Well, 


to retain the name of the Volunteers. 
The hon. Member for the Walton 
Division asked them to except the Militia ; 
and another hon. Member asked them to 
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except the Yeomanry, and the Goyern- 
ment were being asked to break every link. | 
in the chain which made their proposals 
a complete scheme. If those various sug- 
gestions were adopted they would be fatal 
to the whole plan of the Government, 
and therefore they could not be accepted. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said he had listened 
with great sympathy to the Secretary 
of State for War, because he believed 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 


put his finger on the one vital point 
by which the whole of his scheme 


should be judged. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said that what he had chiefly in 
view, in regard to the creation of the 
Territorial Force, was to find adequate 
reinforcements for the fighting line when 
engaged outside of this country. He 
agreed with the right hon. Gentleman, 
and he would suggest to hon. Gentlemen 
on both sides of the House that they 
should treat that as one of the most essen- 
tial elements, he had been going to say 
the most essential element, in considering 
the question. If the right hon. Gentleman 
could show how, under his scheme, 
he could adequately and certainly rein- 
force the fighting line outside this 
country, he would be very much inclined 
to drop his prejudices and __ fancies, 
and to support him in dealing with the 
real crux* of the question. What 
they wanted was a reinforcement by 
adequately trained drafts to make good 
the losses. He wished to approach the 
question without prejudice or bias, and 
simply from the point of view of one who 
wished to see the fighting force really 
efficient. By the abolition of the Militia 
did the right hon. Gentleman achieve 


what he desired? Did he substitute 
for the Militia some other arrange- 


ment by which he could get the required | 
reinforcements in a better and more 
certain way? The Under-Secretary for 
India had stated that the Government could 
not afford to pay for any superfluity. In 
his opinion the whole scheme of the 
Territorial Army was a silly superfluity 
unless it was available for reinforcing the 
fighting line. As far as he could see, it 
did not provide any such reinforcements. 
War might be declared, and not until 
then were they going to ask the proposed 
force to take any part in supporting the 
fighting line. There was a great deal of 
unreality in the scheme, but if the Terri- 


| 
| 
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torial Army was enlisted in the certain 
knowledge that it was to reinforce the 
fighting line, they would have some- 
thing valuable. If it was only to 
exist for playing at soldiers at home he 
did not attach much value to it, and it 
would be one of those superfluities for 
which the country had better not be 
called upon to pay. It was true that the 
Secretary for War had made the reinforce- 
ment of the fighting line somewhat easier 
by reducing the number of battalions. 
Could the right hon. Gentleman make 
good his proposition that by getting rid 
of the Militia as they existed and might 
exist, and substituting for them 
his new Territorial Force, he was 
providing an adequate power of 
reinforcement for the fighting line ? 
He did not think he could. The 
chief objection to the Milita appeared to 
be the idea that they could not undertake 
the duty of reinforcement by drafts. If 
it was true that the Militia authorities 
declined to reinforce by drafts and only 
by expansion, he aid not think there 
was any room for the Militia ; but he did 
not gather that that was the case. By 
enlisting the men on a proper footing he 
did not think they would have any 
difficulty in getting a force that would 
undertake to go abroad in time of 
war in any capacity which might be 
thought necessary to meet the emergency. 
The substitute for the Militia provided by 
the right hon. Gentleman failed to stand 
the test of examination. His third bat- 
talions would take in a less valuable stamp 
of men than would come into the 
Militia if that force were retained and re- 
organised in the way in which it might 
be. The wastrel street-corner lad of 
seventeen years of age was not going to 
be a very reliable class to reinforce the 
fighting line. In the first place, they did 
not keep him sufficiently long to make 
him efficient. It was the experience of 
nearly all soldiers that the man who was 
thoroughly imbued with the regimental 
esprit de corps was three times as valuable 
as the casual man whom they sent to re- 
inforce an army, who had no particular 
traditions or what he would call regi- 
mental prejudices. The third battalion 
man would be destitute of any esprit de 
corps, and would possess none of that 
reliance upon his comrades which went so 
far to make a soldier efficient in the field. 
They could not create such feelings as 
those by the proposed third battalion 
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system. They could not rely upon itthat| to be transferred to the Territorial 
soldiers so supplied would prove any real|'Army. He understood that every 
efficient reinforcement for the men facing Militia battalion would have the oppor- 
the enemy in the field. The Militiamen tunity of transferring itself as a 
were to be abolished because they did not cudre and unit to the Territorial 


supply the necessities of reinforcement, 
and they were to be replaced by the 
third battalions which the right hon. 
Gentleman claimed would supply those 
necessities. As far as he could forecast 
the value of the two types of reinforce- 
ments, the one supplied from a_ re- 
organised Militia and the other supplied 
from the third battalions, he had no hesita- 
tion in saying that it was the reinforce- 
ments from the Militia that the fighting 
soldier would like to have by his side. 
The point he insisted upon was that in 
the matter of the Territorial Army the 
feeling of any branch of the Auxiliary 
Forces must be absolutely subordinated 
to the one necessity of making them 
available to support the fighting line in 
order to bring victory within their reach. 
It was because he felt so strongly on this 
point that he declined to support the 
scheme put forward by the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham) said he agreed with 
the right hon, and gallant Gentleman 
that the whole endeavour of the House 
should be to establish a system by which 
they could secure adequate reinforcements 
for the Regular Army in time of national 
emergency. He thought the scheme 
propounded by the Secretary of State for 
War would go a long way towards 
achieving that object, and that was why 
he rose to comment upon the series of 
speeches which had been made in this 
and the previous debate by Members 
of the Opposition. Apparently they 
opposed this branch of the scheme because 
they imagined that the Militia was to be 
abolished. That appeared to him to be 
an entirely misapprehension of the real 
proposals of his right hon. friend. If it 
was true that the Militia were to be 
abolished it would only suffer that 
result at its own discretion, because there 
was to be given to every Militia battalion 
the opportunity of transferring itself to 
the Territorial Army. The course to be 
taken would be that the commanding 
otficer, the non-commissicned officers, and 
the staff would be asked whether or 
not they desired their battalion as a unit 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


Army, and it would be able to serve 
under conditions far more favourable to 
the civilian element than had been the 


case in the past. Under the present 
system the Militia had to go under 


training for a month, but if they were 
transferred under this scheme they would 
only be asked to train in the course of 
the year for a period ranging from seven 
to fourteen days. One of the chief 
reasons why the Militia had in recent 
years become a diminishing quantity was 
the fact that the stipulation for a 
month’s training very seriously limited 
the area of recruiting, and they were 
only able to get recruits from those who 
were following a precarious and irregular 
life, it being impossible for men in 
regular employment to spare the time 
to go in for a month’s training. Under 
the new system there would consequently 
be open to the Militia a much larger 
field for recruiting, because, instead of the 
Volunteers being a formidable rival, they 


would now be able to recruit upon an 
equality. He thought they might reason- 


ably take exception to the statement 
made by hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
the scheme embodied a_ proposal to 
abolish the Militia, because it would only 
mean the extinguishing of a unit 
where the officers in charge themselves 
came to that decision. The special 
battalions must, of course, be of a 
somewhat experimental character, but 
at the same time it was distinctly 
understood that they had to supplement 
the Regular Army. If it was found that 
the advantages offered to the men were 
insufticient it might be necessary in the 
future to increase the offers and opportuni- 
ties, but at any rate the proposal would bea 
distinct gain to the Reserve of the Regular 
Army. The transfer of the Militia to the 
Territorial Army would enable them in 
time of national emergency to volunteer 
in the same way as hitherto, the only 
difference being that under the new 
system the Volunteers and the Yeomanry 
would be placed under the same con- 
ditions. In the case of the special 
battalions, they would only be asked for 
drafts for the Regular Army. All modern 
scientific military opinion agreed that it 
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was better to send incompletely-trained 
drafts to the seat of war than incom- 
pletely - trained units. The history of 
war bore out that contention. In the 
American War they found that the 
Federal Army were begging the Govern- 
ment at Washington to send drafts 
instead of ill-trained units, and unwisely 
the Government of the day sent them 
ill-trained units with the result that the 
war was prolonged. In the war between 
Russia and Japan the Russian Army 
was in most cases reinforced by 
incompletely-trained units, while _ it 
was invariably the case that the 
Japanese reinforced their Army by drafts 
who, placed alongside of well-seasoned 
men and under competent officers, were 
very soon as good a fighting force as 
before the wastage had taken place. In 
the late war in South Africa he saw 
battalions which had been depleted 
the Highland Brigade—within a very 
few months after drafts had been sent 
out to them. With those men fighting 
alongside of seasoned men and under 
competent officers, the brigade was just as 
useful a fighting force as before. There- 
fore, the argument that these battalions 
would be weak because the men were 
not trained under their own officers as 
units was one which would not bear 
close investigation. The scheme would 
largely increase the capacity for rein- 
forcing the Army by drafts in time of war. 
The experiment was well worth making. 
It in no way suggested the abolition of 
the Militia. He appealed to all persons 
connected with the Militia to sink any 
prejudices and any feeling that they 
were going to be abolished, and to do 
their utmost to induce their officers to 
make the force a second line, which, as 
the right hon, Gentleman had said, in 
time of emergency would undoubtedly 
come forward and help the first line. 
Let them make it what the right 
hon. Gentleman desired it should be, 
a force for home defence, and which, 
being a force properly organised, would 
be ready in time of emergency to go to 
the seat of war. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER said the 
Secretary of State for War had some- 
times ironically suggested that no 
two Members agreed in their criticisms. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman 
would be inclined to admit that no 
two Members agreed in their defence 
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of his scheme. The hon. Member for 
East Edinburgh, and the hon. and 
gallant Member for the Chippenham 
Division both thought that they inter- 
preted the mind of the Secretary of 
State for War, but they had made 
speeches which were entirely con- 
tradictory. The hon. Member for East 
Edinburgh had said that the Militia was 
to be wiped out because the special 
contingent was going to absorb the men. 
The right hon. Gentleman seemed to 
assent to that statement, and then the 
hon. and gallant Member said that the 
Militia was not to be destroyed. He 
himself thought it was to die. If the 
men were going into the special con- 
tingent how could they go into the 
Territorial Army? He thought the two 
things were absolutely irreconcilable. 
Did anyone suggest that the Militia was 
oing into the special contingent as a 
unit? Surely that was impossible. If 
the unit of the Militia went into the 
Territorial Army as the special contingent 
were they going to recruit it from the 
same class of people as in the past! The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman had _ said 
they were going to recruit from the 
same class of people as the Volunteers. 
He did not think that was possible, but 
if it was, it would mean that the special 
contingent and the Volunteers would be 
competing for recruits from the same class. 
The fact was that they placed the Militia 
in an impossible position if they attempted 
to reconcile those two propositions. He 
did not believe the right hon. Gentleman 
intended to do that. He hoped it would 
be made clear, because those who were 
anxious to understand the proposals were 
not able to follow the contlicting defences 
made by supporters of the right hon. 
Gentleman. He had believed from the 
beginning that the county association had 
in it the germ of exceedingly good work, 
but not as applied to the Territorial 
Force which the right hon. Gentleman 
had projected. If that scheme, which 
had its proper foundation in county 
sympathy and support, had been applied 
to the Militia instead of to the newly- 
formed Territorial Force, a very success- 
ful result would probably have been 
obtained, The right hoa. Gentleman’s 
idea seemed to be thoroughly sound, 
hecause it was based on the fact that the 
county would take an interest in a force 
which was wedded to the traditions, 
'history, and life of the county. The 
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right hon. Gentleman had thought to 
maky it applicable to the Volunteers as 
well. Therein he had made a funda- 
mental error. If he had tested the scheme 
by applying it to the Militia, and then, as 
a later development, applied it to the 
Volunteers as well, it was just possible 
that it might have met with success. He 
believed the scheme would break down 
because it was politically and socially un- 
sound. The hin itself was brilliant, 
but the highly-trained prefessional men 
who had prepared it had failed to grasp 
the political and social side of the question. 
The Under-Secretary of State for India 
had professed his utter disbelief in the 
future of the Militia, and thought the 
force ought togo. He did not understand 
the Secretary of State for War to say 
that the Militia ought to go. What he had 
said was that in its present form it ought 
to go, which was quite a different thing. 
The late Secretary of State for War had 
said that the Militia ought to be recon- 
structed. If the same support and atten- 
tion had been given to the Militia as was 
now invited to be given to the Territorial 
Force, he believed that it could have been 
reconstructed and rejuvenated in such a 
manner as to provide the required drafts 
in a better way than was proposed in con- 
nection with the special contingent. As 
it was, the Secretary of State was 
speculating on getting the men from the 
special contingent. The right hon. 
Gentleman had to face the fact that he 
Was not at the present time receiving 
throughout the country the support of 
the officers of the Militia and Yeomanry, 
and, largely, of the Volunteers. He 
did not think there was any Member on 
that side of the House who did not deeply 
regret that that was so, because it had 
been the unhappy fate of successive War 
Ministers to face this hitherto insoluble 
problem. The mover of the Amendment 
had reminded them that 120,000 of the 
Militia were used in connection with the 
recent war in South Africa. Surely hon. 
Gentlemen would not suggest that we 
were not getting full value for our 
money expended on those 120,000 men. 
He supported his hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment, because he believed that this new 
scheme would fail, and because it was 
an attempt to do the impossible, viz., to 
democratise the Army, which was not 
possible at the present time. It could not 
satisfy hon. Members on either side of 


Sir Gilbert Parker. 
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the House, because they variously 
interpreted the real intention of the 
right hon. Gentleman. He would like 
to ask if it was the case, as the hon. 
Member for East Edinburgh had stated, 
that the Militia were to be obliterated, 
and to become part of the special service 
contingent, or whether they were to be 
absorbed in the Territorial Army. 


*Srr C. DILKE said that although he 
agreed with some of the arguments used in 
support of it by the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, he would oppose the Amendment. If 
we were to have the county associations, 
the Militia and the Yeomanry as county 
forces were peculiarly forces which 
must come under those associations. So 
far as debate went this was a most useful 
Amendment for the purpose of eliciting the 
views of the Government, which at present 
on this question were a little nebulous, 
What he wanted was an explanation of 
the split which was made in the present 
argument of the Government between 
the Militia recruits who were to be 
sent into the nucleus Regular battalions 
and were to be called Regulars, and the 
Militia battalions as such which continued 
to exist in Ireland, and were intended to 
exist in England under Clause 12. There 
was a course of double dealing on this 
question. It was dealt with under 
Clause 32, in Part III. of the Bill, and 
partly by Clause 12. By Clause 32 
special reservists might be formed into 
regiments, battalions, and other military 
bodies. That was held in some degree to 
constitute a resurrection of the Militia. 
Ciause 12 said it should be lawful to 
accept the offer of any part of the 
Territorial Force to serve outside the 
United Kingdom. In his view the 
solution of the question lay in clearing 
up the difficulties under Clause 12 and 
making the future of the Militia as a 
portion of the Territorial Army quite 
plain. In his opinion the Bill would 
never become law in its present form. 


*Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury) agreed that it was very 
ditticult to grasp what was the exact atti- 
tude of the Government on this question. 
The Under-Secretary for India held that 
the Militia was a useless fighting force, 
and ought to be done away with, while 
other Ministerialists held that it would 
still remain under the new scheme. 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he | 
was only quoting the views of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Croydon. 


*Mr. HICKS BEACH said that the 
Under-Secretary for India seemed highly 
to approve of those views. But he 
would remind the Committee that the 
Militia had never failed in a crisis since 
its reorganisation; and no campaign | 
had been carried to a_ successful 
termination without their aid. During 
the South Afreian War 46,562 Militia- 
men served in the United Kingdom, 
45,566 in South Africa, and 5,922 
in the garrisons in the Mediterranean 
and Egypt. Those all relieved the 
fighting line, and it was not correct to 
assume that the services of the Militia in 
South Africa were unworthy of praise. 
He reminded the Ccmmittee that of 
the 45,566 men of the Militia who 
served in South Africa, 226 officers and 
345 non-commissioned officers and men 
were mentioned in despatches. That 
was a fair proportion of the total number 
employed. They had been told that 
though the Militia would not retain 
their present unit they would still remain 
in their individual capacity part of the 
Territorial Army. But it should not be 
forgotten that one of the chief reasons 
why men joined the Militia force was 
that they got 1s. per day and rations, 
and at theend of the training a bounty of 
30s., two shirts, two pairs of socks, and 
a pair of boots, while after serving a year 
in the force they got bounties of £1 
in October, December, and February. 
Those were the inducements which 
attracted the present class of men to 
the Militia, but under the inducements 
held out in regard to the special con- 
tingent and the Territorial Army they 
would not get the same kind of man who | 
now joined” the Militia Force. But even | 
supposing they did, would the special con- 
tingent be of as much value as a fighting | 
force as the present body? He could not | 
see how the special contingent were to be | 
made a much more efticient fighting force 
than the Militia if they were only to | 
have twenty-one days annual training 
instead of twenty-eight. How many of 
the special contingent would be effective 
to serve abroad in case of war!) 
They would join 


at seventeen and | 
be eligible to serve abroad after they had | 

done their first six months training when { 
their age would be seventeen and a half | 
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years, but under the King’s Regulations 
no one could serve abroad under the age 
of twenty. He did not see how the War 
Office could get 30,000 men out of the 
special contingent to take the place of 
those they removed by abolishing the 
Militia as a fighting force. It was 
said by hon. Gentlemen that they did 
not want to destroy the Militia, but every- 

body knew that it was in a bad state, 
and therefore they would have nothing 
more to do with it. He objected to that 
statement, because he held that if certain 
moderate reforms were carried out the 
Militia could be made a much more 
efficient foree than it was to-day. At 
present the recruiting system was most 
objectionable. The recruiting sergeant 
received 1s, 6d. for a recruit for the Militia 
and 2s. 6d. for a recruit for the Line. 
It was therefore the interest of every 
recruiting sergeant to make every recruit 
go at first through the Militia and then 
to pass from the Militia into the Army. 

In that way he got both the ls. 6d. and the 
2s, 6d. The present was a very fallacious 
system because a great many recruits 
went into the Militia who never had the 
smallest intention of remaining init. It 
also had a very serious result in that it pre- 
vented a large number of young men from 
joining the Militia because they thought 
that when they got to the depot they 
would be driven into the Line by the 
pressure of the non-commissioned officers. 
If they did away with the bounty, for 
called, to the 


so it might be given 
recruiting sergeant, and if they could 
compel every man who enlisted in 


the Militia to go through at least 
one training before joining ‘the Regular 
Army, they would get a large number 
of troops ‘both in the Militia and i 

the Line which they did not get now. 
They would get those recruits who were 
now afraid to join the Militia because 
they did not wish to be forced into the 
Army, and they would also get those 
who, having done one month’s sol liering 
in the Militia, and finding it to their 


| liking, would of their own accord join the 


Regular Army. In other words they 
would get the men who wanted to pass 
into the Army and also the men who did 
not wish to be bullied into the line, while 
the Regular Army would benefit by men 
who were determined to enter the force 
coming forward directly instead of passing 
through the Militia as a preliminary step. 
The Secretary of State for War last year 
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adopted a very useful reform in regard to 
the preliminary drill of Militiamen. In the 
year 1905-6 the battalion with which he 
was acquainted raised 105 recruits. Out 
of those 105, twenty-nine went into the 
Army, seventeen were discharged by 
purchase, and owing to various other 
casualties a total of fifty-seven had dis- 
appeared from the Militia and only forty- 
eight remained. In the last year (1906-7) 
under the system of enabling recruits to 
be trained at battalion headquarters 
instead of at the regimental depot, al- 
though the method had only been in 
existence six months, they raised 150 
recruits. Forty-one purchased their dis- 
charges or went into the Line, and 
that left them with 109 recruits. 
That showed what had been done in 
consequence of the initiation of that 
useful reform. It had been said that 
though they might not wish to destroy 
the Militia it was no use tinkering with 
themany more. He maintained, however, 
that if that reform could be extended, 
and if the still greater reform of intro- 
dueing six months preliminary training 
in the winter were carried out, the 
number of recruits would be still further 
increased and the Militia made a much 
more efficient force than it was at the 
present time, and a force of much 
more value than the special contingent 
was ever likely to be. 


Mr. SEDDON (Lancashire, Newton), 
speaking on his own behalf only, said 
that he proposed to vote for the 
Amendment. He agreed that the War 
Secretary’s scheme was a very brilliant 
one, but he was strongly of opinion that 
the right hon. Gentleman knew very 
little about the material which composed 
the Militia. It was a well-known fact 
among those who knew anything 
about the working class that the 
force was drawn largely, if not entirely, 
from the rollicking, happy-go-lucky 


unskilled workers, who entered it for | 
Some went into it to| 


various reasons. 
have a holiday, and others because 
of slack times. So far as the skilled 
workers were concerned, if they had any 
military ambition they 
Volunteers or, if that did not satisfy 
their ambition, the Regular Forces. Very 
seldom did they join the ranks of the 
Militia. As at present constituted the 
Militia was a valuable addition or ally to 
the Army. Many of the men who 


Mr. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 


joined the | 





Reserve Forces Pill. 1532 


joined it—and the best men, because it 
was admitted that the harum scarum 
man made the best fighter—after serving 
some little time with the force developed 
a desire to become soldiers, and entered 
the Regular Army. The present 
Militia acted in that way as a weeding 
out force. If some of the men who 
entered it went straight into the Army 
they would be more costly than valuable 
—they would spend more time in the 
guard-room than anywhere else. For 
these reasons, knowing something of the 
class from which the Militia were drawn, 
he supported the Amendment. 


*Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) 
said the right hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean in bis concluding 
words had suggested that instead of rais- 
ing the question at this point they should 
put down Amendments to Clause 12. 
That was a very important clause, no 
doubt, because it dealt with the terms on 
which the men of the Territorial Force 
should enlist. It was to the effect that 
they should be enlisted for service in the 
United Kingdom, but at the same time 
everybody knew that they would be sent 
abroad when war broke out, because 
the clause authorised His Majesty to 
accept their services under certain con- 
ditions. Owing, however, to the bene- 
ficent provisions of the automatic closure 
Resolution, that clause would he taken at 
the end of the fourth day in Committee 
and would never be discussed at all. 
Moreover, from the provisions of that 
Resolution it would not be discussed on 
Report. Such were the disadvantages of 
closuring an important Bill like that under 
discussion in regard to which there was no 
intention to obstruct. The Amendments 
put down were genuine Amendments, and 
they all hoped to assist His Majesty's 
Government to increase the efficiency of 
the forces of the Crown. It appeared to 
him that the point to which the argument 


of the right hon. Member for the 
Newport Division of Shropshire was 


addressed was the real point in the 
discussion. The Government proposal 
was to abolish the Militia, and the 
question was whether their proposals 
would give the country a_ better 
force than that which they proposed 
to do away with. If he could prove 
that the new force would be_ better 
than the old Militia he would be 
glad to vote with the right hon. 
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Gentleman, but if he could not prove 
that he thought the Amendment ought 
to stand. It was perfectly clear that the 
Militia wére quite ready to serve 
abroad and the commanding officers had 
said so, but what they objected to was 
drafting. !f the Militia were willing to 
serve abroad, and he thought it would be 
admitted that the military operations in 
which we were likely to be engaged 
would oceur abroad, the force could 
supplement the Regular Army in time of 
war. The Militia Force consisted of men 
who were willing to serve abroad as units. 
But what was the force to be transformed 
into? As he understood it they were to 
be transformed into two separate bodies. 
They were to be transformed into the 
third battalion or as units to form a 
portion of the new Territorial Army. As 
a force he thought the third battalion 
was hardly worth criticising, because it 
could not be seriously contended that 
they could take boys of seventeen, put 
them under discipline for six months, 
train them for twenty-one days a year, 
and then say that they were fit for first 
class reservists and substitute them for the 
veteran men of seven or three years 
service who were now our first line 
of attack or defence in any war. He 
thought the proposal of the Govern- 
ment showed that they were not 
dealing with the matter seriously. 
He had erfdeavoured to point out that 
the men who joined the Territorial Army 
were engaged specifically by the State on 
the understanding that they were only to 
serve in the United Kingdom. The State 
laid that down, and ordinary men would 
naturally imagine that the State would 
keep faith with them. Everyone knew 
what happened in the past to the Militia. 
When war broke out the Militia had 
been obliged to volunteer for foreign 
service whether thev wanted to or not. 
The new Territorial Army they were 
going to treat in exactly the same way 
as the old Militia. If Clause 12 was 


carried in the shape the right hon. | 


Gentleman wished it seemed to him 


there would not be any force to go abroad | 


to support the Regular Army in times of 
emergency. 
hon. Gentleman did not say, as he might, 
that in time of peace the War Office 
should arrange that certain battalions 
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Under that clause the right | 
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or regiments of the new Force should go 
abroad on foreign service, but in all 
probability war would break out and we 
should then have to organise these units 
of the Territorial Force, a proceeding 
which seemed to him very unbusinesslike. 
The suggestion he desired to make would 
be shut out on Clause 2, but he hoped 
the Government would entertain the pro- 
posal that a proportion of the new 
Territorial Force should from the be- 
ginning be composed exclusively of men 
who on enlistment undertook the obliga- 
tion to serve abroad. He trusted the 
Government would see their way on 
Report to modify Clause 12 and give the 
country some force, if this Amendment 
was not carried, that would take the 
place of the old Militia. The right hon. 
Gentleman had admitted that the Regular 
Force was sadly deficient in men, and 
that therefore we must have some system 
to supply drafts, and upon that he wished 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
the present was an opportune moment to 
reduce that force by 400 otticers and 
$0,000 men. 


Mr. GUY BARING (Winchester) 
urged the Secretary of State that he 
should give the Committee some further 
justification for the hope he had 
expressed that under his scheme he 
would have as many battalions as possible 
for drafts, for garrisoning our home 
stations, and for guarding lines of com- 
munication as he had had inthe past. He 
did not believe he would He aid not 


believe in the theory of provisional 


battalions. There was no precedent 
for it. During the whole of the 


South African War, when the war 
fever was at its height and recruiting 
at its best, only six provisional batta- 
lions were formed. All the recruits 
that came forward were absorbed by the 
Home battalions or at the seat of war. 
He would like to point out also how 
poetic justice had overtaken the Secre- 
tary of State. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was now asking for drafts and 
battalions when he had already, by 
tampering with the Guards, destroyed 
the best reserve we had ever had and 
the only battalion which in the history 
of the British Army had been at such 
a strength that they could keep two 
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battalions abroad and one at home at war | 


strength. 


Mr. HALDANE: 


find drafts ? 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.Sir AlexF. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Ashiey, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Balcrares, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour. Rt. Hn. A.J.(City Lond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G.( Winchester 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Cavendish,Rt.Hon. Victor C.W 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A. (Wor. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm’gh’m 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim.S. 
Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asguith,Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury. John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,Sir J.Williams (Devonp’t 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S8.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bethell.Sir J.H. (Essex,Romf’d 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 


Mr. Guy Baring. 
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Does _ the 
Gentleman say that those battalions could 
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hon. 
| Noes, 260. 


AYES. 
Duncan, Robert (Lanark,G’van 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fell, Arthur 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. S. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison-Broadley. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hills, J. W. 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour (Hull 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon: Alfred 
Macpherson, J. T. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Nicholson, Wm.G. (Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 


NOES. 


Brigg, John 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L. (Lancs., Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Suchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon, R. R. 
Churchill, Rt. Hon. Winston S. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Clough, William 
Clynes, J. R. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Corbett, CH(Sussex, E.Grinst’d) 
Cornwall. Sir Edwin A. 
Cory, Clifford John 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
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new battalions. 
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| Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 80; 
(Division List No. 183). 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seddon, J. 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thorne, William 

Thornton, Perey M. 

Valentia, Viscount 
Walker,Col. W.H.( Lancashire} 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Walsh, Stephen 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
F. E. Smith and Viscount 
Castlereagh. 


Crosfield, A. H. 

Davies, David( Mont gomeryCo. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.} 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duckworth, James 
Duncan,C.(Barrow-in- Furness) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick. Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller. John Michael F. 
Gardner,Col. Alan (Hereford,S. 
Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone,Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard. Daniel Ford 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
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Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hill, Frederick 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W. E.( Derbyshire, N.E. 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles 8. 
Herbert,ColonerIvor (Mon.,S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde. Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniei 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Lief (Appleby) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


Jowett, F. W. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon, David} 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald,,J. M.( Falkirk B’ ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

M Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M'Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 


*VISCOUNT 





VALENTIA 
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Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield,H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 
Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alport 

Mond, A. 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. : 

Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Norman, Sir Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Priestley, W.E. B. (Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Xea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson. SirG.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, SirC. E.( Manchester) 


(Oxtord) 
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Sears, J. E. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanger, H. Y. 
Steadman, W. C. 


| Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 


Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 


| Stuart, James (Sunderland) 


Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant, SirEdward(Salisbury 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan., E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 

Tillett, Louis John 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John(Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathecart/ Orkney) 
Waterlow, D.S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wood, T. M*Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


his Amendment was to preserve a force 





moved to insert after the word “ Regu- 
lars” the words “and Yeomanry” with 


the object of excluding the Yeomanry | 


from the operation of the clause. He 
said that, in doing so, he did not 
wish to urge the smallest objection to 
the principle of the bill. On the con. 
trary, he thought that if the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposal were to start a 
second Army de novo, the principle of 
the Bill was an ideal one. The object of 


which was just now allowed to be etticient, 
and to protest against the scheme which, 
in so far as it concerned that force, could 
not make it better, and which, if it did 
not commend itself to the men now serv- 
ing in the Yeomanry, would lead to the 
substitution of a force inferior in strength 
and efficiency to that which they al- 
ready possessed. He had served for 
many years in the Yeomanry, and he 
understood its constitution and the feeling 
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of those who served in its ranks; he 
also knew the methods by which the 
Yeomanry had arrived at its present 
strength and the secret of its enlistment 
to that strength. The Yeomanry, he 
thought he was safe in saving, never 
was so strong, so efficient, and so well 
ofticered as at present. He did not say 
they were perfect ; he did not think that 
could be said of any auxiliary force ; but 
he dil say with confidence that they were 
still improving. Many of the Yeomanry 
regiments were now up to their full 
establishment, and many of them could 
still further recruit under the existing 
conditions of service if they were allowed 
to do so. The actual strength of the 
Yeomanry force now stood at 92:2 per 
cent. of its establishment, which com- 


pared very favourably with the state | 


of any other branch of the Regular 
or Auxiliary Forces. Did the right hon. 
Gentleman think that he would secure 
greater efticiency in the cavalry of the 
Territorial Force from the same men 
trained annually for a less number 
of days than at present? He said 
in his Memorandum on the Military 
Forces that “the Militia and Yeomanry, 
as they at present exist, are quite 
unfit to take the field against European 
troops.” Did the right hon. Gentle- 
man think that the Territorial cavalry 
would be quite fit to undergo that trial 
when drilled for a shorter time than the 
Yeomanry now were, with the assistance 
of possibly a Solicitor-Adjutant instead of 
a Regular officer? Did the right hon. 
Gentleman and his military advisers 
think that they could keep up the strength 
of the Territorial Cavalry Force to the 
same level as that at which the Yeo- 
manry new stood, when they reduced 
their pay by 2s. 1¢d. a day, with the loss 
of such characteristics as the regimental 
title and unitorm to which they attached 
an important, though perhaps a_senti- 
mental, value? He was quite sure that 
if the bill passed, and it was decided to 
include the Yeomanry in the general 
scheme, the right hon. and_ learned 
Gentleman might count upon the loyal 
co-operation of the otticers, and that 
they would combine with che county 
associations to do their best to make 
it work, and use every exertion to 
fill the ranks of the Territorial cavalry ; 
but he could not but see the difficulty that 
they would have to face, and he was 
extremely doubtful of their success. 


Viscount Valentia. 


{COMMONS} 
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He had within the last few days 
seen many Yeomanry officers, both those 
belonging to the regiment in which he 
had so long served and others, and he 
had found that the majority of them 
shared his apprehensions. He was 
unable to see what advantage was 
|expected from the inclusion of the 
Yeomanry in the scheme contemplated in 
the Bill. If there was any prospect of 
improvement, he would not dream of 
such an Amendment as he proposed. All 
that he could see to be said for it was 
| that it would tend to uniformity in the 
| Territorial Army, and might produce a 
reduction in cost; but of that he was by 
no means assured. For the sake of 
uniformity he did not think any convul- 
| sion of the present Yeomanry system was 
worth while. Uniformity was conspicu- 
ously absent from any present military 
|system, as the many and varied condi 
tions under which the men now served 
amply showed, and the economy which 
would be achieved was, he could not but 
think, visionary. It was proposed to 
reduce the Yeoman’s pay by 2s. 10d. a 
day, but it had to be remembered that 
when he joined the Territorial Force 
he would be entitled to a far more 
|complete and expensive kit than that 
|now supplied to him by the _ public. 
At present nothing was found for 
him beyond his cloth clothes, but when 
| enlisted on a Militia basis, he concluded 
that a free full kit would be supplied to 
him, which would much discount the 
| saving made from the 2s. 10d. by which 
|his pay was to be cut. If that were 
so, he did not think the advantages to be 
'desired from uniformity and economy 
were worth considering, and he did not 
know that any other could be urged. The 
| disadvantages appeared to him both many 





‘and great. There was every pro- 
| bability that many of the present 


Yeomen would not accept the terms 
‘offered to the territorial cavalry, so that 
the numbers of the new force would fall 
short of the present Yeomanry strength. 
It might be said, that if those men would 
not serve at the new rate of pay, there were 
plenty of others that would. That might 
be so, but he thought it reasonable to 
suppose that they would probably be 
men of inferior social status to the present 
| Yeomen, and, if so, they would detract 
from the number who might be expected 
| to enlist in the territorial infantry, being 
ithe class now serving in the Militia. 
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Then he had gathered from what the | 
right hon. Gentleman had said in the 
House that men enlisted previous to the 
date when the Bill came into force would 
serve their time under their then contract. | 
The effect of that would be that in the 
event of present Yeomen re-engaging 
they would be serving at 2s. 8d. a day 
for one, two, or it might be nearly three 
years alongside of comrades drawing 
5s. 6d., the former being the old soldiers, 
and naturally appraising themselves 
higher than recruits. The odious com- 
parison thus obtained would not lead tothe 
number of re-engagements which were so 
much to be desired, if not essential to the 
effective working of the scheme. To 
avoid that anomalous state of things it 
seemed to him that the only course open 
to the right hon. Gentleman was to allow 
the old conditions to go on till the latest 
contracts, made before the enforcement 
of the Act, expired, and then to start his 
territorial cavalry under the new terms of 
enlistment. That he regarded as in- 
evitable, as it seemed to him of the highest 
importance to encourage re-engagement 
of present Yeomen as much as possible 
if the new force was to be a success. 
If that were so the Yeomen would go on 
under their present engagement for three 
years after the passing of that Bill. In 
that time much might happen. It was 
possible that by then His Majesty might 
be advised by other statesmen than those 
who now adorned the Ministerial 
Benches, with views on Army matters 
which did not coincide with those of 
the present Government. But even if 
the territorial scheme of the right 
hon. Gentleman held the field, there 
seemed to him no reason why the 
Yeomanry, as at present constituted, 
should not still, as he proposed in his 
Memorandum, “form the cavalry of the 
Territorial Force,” be under the 
administrative control of the county 
associations, maintaining their present 
strength and efficiency, and, to use his 
own words, “assist in the realisation of 
the scheme which is that the Territorial 
Force shall be in itself an army com- 
plete in the various arms and organisa- 
tions as nearly as possible upon the same 
pattern as the Regular troops.” The case 
of the Yeomanry was wholly distinct 
from that of the Militia and the Volun- 
teers. He knew little or nothing of the 
Auxiliary Forces beyond what was known | 
to every hon. Member of the Committee. | 
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He believed that in the Militia there was 
a lamentable shortage of men, and the 
Volunteers experienced a corresponding 
lack of officers. No doubt the scheme of 
the right hon. Gentleman would to some 
extent make good the deficiencies in the 
forces which he proposed to create by 
the Bill, but the Yeomanry were entirely 
differently situated. The Yeomanry for 
many years, thanks to the energy of the 
officers who served in it and the generous 
encouragement given to it by the War 
Office, since the South African War 
had Seen steadily increasing in strength 
and efficiency. It was well ofticered, and 
the force all round was a credit to the 
counties in which it was raised upon a 
genuine territorial basis. They knew 
the capabilities of that force, which he did 
not think could be exceeded by any terri- 
torial cavalry created under the proposed 
scheme, which would be trained less and 
paid worse. He had listened most care- 
fully to the right hon. Gentleman's 
remarks and the reasons he had given for 
rejecting the last Amendment in regard 
to the Militia, but he did not think any 
one of the powerful arguments used could 
possibly be urged against the Amend- 
ment which he now proposed. Such 
conditions as the Secretary of State 
for War had described in the Militia did 
not exist in the case of the Yeomanry. 
They were short of men in the Militia, 
but there were plenty of men in the 
Yeomanry. They were short of officers 
in the Volunteers, but there were plenty 
in the Yeomanry. They were a cavalry 
force ready to his hand, and it seemed 
a very unwise thing that the right 
hon. Gentleman should not make full 
use of it and let well alone. In the 
hope that the right hon. Gentleman and 
the Committee would recognise the 
danger of sacrificing a bird in the hand 
while there was hardly one and certainly 
not two in the bush, and the folly of 
throwing away the bone for the shadow, 
he begged to move his Amendment. 


Reserve Forces Bill, 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘ Regulars’ 
to insert the words ‘and Yeomanry.’”— 
(Viscount Valentia.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. HALDANE said that if anybody 
could induce the Committee to give 
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different treatment to the Yeomanry than | 


was proposed for the Militia it would be 
the noble Lord, who had one of the best 
of records as a Yeomanry officer, and he 
knew from personal experience that a 
high sense of duty was associated with 
the officers and men of the noble Lord’s 
regiment. But the question was not 
one merely of uniformity and economy ; 
it was a question of introducing system 
where ,confusion now reigned and of 
organising efficiency where, through no 
fault of individuals, it did not now exist. 
The functions of cavalry were now more 
precise than they were in old days, and 
it was clear that there was necessity for 
training in combination with other 
branches of the military services, and for 
the first time the Yeomanry would be 
given that training. The training would 
not be quite so long, but it would be 
much more systematic under the eyes of 
the general staff. In no part of the work 
of organisation carried out by the general 
staff had the result been more striking 
than in relation to the cavalry, and the 
functions it would have to perform in 
the Territorial Force, differing in some 
respects from those of the Regulars, but 
of the same pattern. The cavalry would 
be organised in three sections. One 
class would be called the strategical 
cavalry, which would operate ahead of 
the main force, probably upon the flank 
of the enemy, and must be extremely 
mobile and accustomed to work with 
artillery. The second class would be 
the screen cavalry interposed between 
the advancing force and the enemy’s 
force; and then there would be the 
cavalry to work with the main force. 
Those were distinctly new functions 
which were not defined until the general 
staff worked them out, and they were 
instances of the actual advance which had 
been made within the last three months. 
He invited the Committee to look at the 
hearing of that upon the position of the 
Yeomanry. ‘The Yeomanry force could 
no longer be regarded as being “in the 
air,” for they must be trained to fulfil 
their function with the divisions of the 
Home Army. He wished this second 
line force as nearly as possible to be 
moulded upon the same principles as the 
first line, and to correspond to its organisa- 
tion so that it would be a real sup- 
port should the emergency arise. That 


was why they could not keep up the) 


Yeomanry as they were at the present 


Mr. Haldane. 
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time. It was true the pay would be cut 
down; but how could a state of things 


be justified in which men engaged in the 
same service received pay largely in 
excess of that of their comrades ? Unless 
they were in earnest in carrying out their 
intentions they could not make the 
organisation work. The rate of pay must 
be the same throughout the service. In 
the event of war the difference in pay 
would operate badly, and had s0 
operated ; it would introduce discontent 
and unrest and mar the good effect 
intended. With proper equipment there 
was no reason to doubt that the 
Yeomanry would become more efticient, 
He also saw the possibility of giving 
the Yeomanry a more thorough train- 
ing. Their present training, he was 
advised, rendered it impossible for 
them to be quite an efticient force 
There would under the new arrangement 
be a possibility of giving a far better 
training than at the present time. 
One of the deficiencies of the Yeomanry 
and which rendered it impossible for it 
to be an effective force would disappear 
when it was combined with other arms 
according to a system which had been 
carefully thought out. To his mind it 
would be fatal to accept the Amendment. 
They would create unrest between the 
two lines by the differential treatment, 
and they would be doing the Yeomanry 
themselves the worst service. There 
would be a transition period from the 
old to the new, and he had no doubt that, 
actuated in the high spirit in which the 
noble Lord had spoken, the force would 
observe the new conditions. Notwith- 
standing the gloomy views of the noble 
Lord, he had no fear but that the 
Territorial Force would do their duty. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) said the argu- 
ment that the Yeomanry could not go 
into combined training did not hold good. 
There was nothing to prevent it. Several 
Yeomanry regiments, he believed, had 
already undergone a certain amount of 
instruction in work with artillery and 
infantry. Apparently the real argument 
which had decided the right hon. Gentle- 
man was that of pay. He could not see 
his way to paying 5s.a day. Personally, 
he was one of those who felt sure that in 
a few years under the new treatment the 
Yeomanry would disappear. An enor- 
mous improvement had taken place in 
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the force since he first knew it, and it 
seemed a great pity that an efficient 
force, or at any rate a force which had 
attained to a very considerable standard 
of efficiency, should be sacrificed. The 
argument that the Militia were not 
efficient could not be applied to the 
Yeomanry. The Yeomanry cost 14s. per 
head less than the Militia, and numbered, 
according to the latest Returns, 25,000 
effectives. They would not object to 
serving with the Territorial Army under 
the county associations, but they should 
be left as a distinct force. It was 
quite true that some Yeomen at the 
end of a training went away with £7 
in their pockets, but those were excep- 
tional cases. It was admitted that if a 
man was to do the work incidental to 
cavalry training he must be given more 
pay than the infantry man. It should be 
remembered that he had to groom and 
water his horse and clean his saddlery as 
well as his own kit. If they were to pay 
a cavalry soldier only 2d. or 3d. a day 
more than the infantry man in the 
Territorial Army they were not likely 
to get many to join the mounted corps. 
One of the most astonishing things nowa- 
days was the small number of people, 
even among farmers’ sons, who could ride, 
and on account of his inevitable physical 
discomfort, he pitied the Yeoman who 
could not ride after his first day’s training. 
Let the Committee imagine a man in 
that condition having to set to work 
on the numerous duties which would 
fall to his lot. At the end of the 
training it was pretty certain he would 
strongly advise his friends to stick to 
walking. The Yeomanry officers would 
be downhearted at the results year by 
year getting worse, and the end would be 
the sacrifice of a force of which most of 
their officers were proud. 


Mr. GUEST (Cardiff District) said he 
had heard the speech of the Secretary of 
State for War with great regret. He had 
understood that the right hon. Gentleman 
was reconsidering the attitude which he 
took up when he first introduced his 
scheme. He did not understand the 
present attitude of the Secretary of State. 
He had set his heart on the creation 
of a Territorial Army, and the first thing 
he did was to jeopardise the part most 
difficult to create. He did not know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman would 
say that the Yeomanry was not an 
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efficient arm. If that was his opinion, 
he hoped he would have the candour 
to say so, and they would understand 
that he did not view with much regret 
its possible disappearance; but if the 
right hon. Gentleman regarded the 
Yeomanry as an efficient body, surely 
there was nothing which he could put 
in its place which would be as good 
for the purpose he had in hand. He 
assumed from what had been said that 
the right hon. Gentleman admitted that 
the Yeomanry was a satisfactory force as 
at psesent constituted. What was the 
opinion of the Yeomanry officers in the 
House ? He did not believe there was a 
single officer who would not say that in 
his judgment, if the right hon. Gentleman's 
scheme was carried out, the Yeomanry 
would disappear altogether. The right 
hon. Gentleman would’ smash _ the 
Yeomanry as one would smash an egg 
with a hammer. If the right hon. 
Gentleman did not think so, could he 
produce anybody who had served in the 
Yeomanry who was of a different opinion ? 

Mr. VERNEY (Buckinghamshire, N,) : 
[ have served in the Yeomanry, and I am 
of a different opinion. 


Mr. GUEST said the right hon. Gentle- 
man was fortunate in having one sup- 
porter. There were always two opinions. 
He ventured to say that 99 per cent. of 
the Yeomanry officers were of opinion 
that the force would be destroyed. He 
was at a loss to understand why the 
pay of the Yeomanry should be reduced. 
What on earth did the right hon. Gentle- 
man think he would gain by introducing 
uniformity into his Territorial Army 
which would be comparable with the loss 
sustained by the destruction of the 
Yeomanry ? The idea of combined train- 
ing and having all arms represented in 
the Territorial Army was invaluable, but 
those advantages would wholly disappear 
if, in the result, one of the arms—cavalry 
—was wholly wanting. If the pay of the 
Yeomanry was reduced, as was now pro- 
posed, in case of emergency they would 
have to pay them 10s. a day instead of 
5s. That was proved to be the case 
during the South African War. The 
right hon. Gentleman could not have had 
experience of the difficulty of recruiting 
for the Yeomanry, and if the pay of the 
men was reduced the force would dwindle 
and ultimately disappear as an effective 
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unit. He had spoken feelingly and per- 
haps too strongly ; but he had a very 
keen interest in this branch of the 
service, and it was because he had at 
heart the success of the Territorial Army 
that he did not want to see the cavalry 
part of it destroyed. The right hon. 
Gentleman had been introducing econo- 
mies into Army administration, and he 
hoped that he would further reduce the 
Regular forces so that he would have 
more money to assist the Territorial 
Army. He agreed with the right hon. 
Gentleman generally, but he hoped that 
he would yet relent in regard to his 
economies on the Yeomanry, which, if 
insisted on, would be absolutely fatal to 
his own scheme. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man adhered to his position, he (Mr. 
Guest) would vote for the Amendment. 


*Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.) said he hoped and trusted that the 
Territorial Army would be a success, 
and he would do everything he could to 
support it. When he first joined the 
Yeomanry ten years ago, when they 
went into training the men were billeted ; 
but now they were encamped, and their 
horses were picketed in the open. The 
conditions of training were, therefore, 
entirely different, consequently the re- 
mark of the hon. Member for North 
Buckinghamshire was hardly relevant, as 
he had no experience of existing con- 
ditions. The Secretary for War had 
asked how they could put two men 
side by side, the Cavalry soldier paid 
at the rate of ls. 2d. per day, and a 
Yeomanry soldier paid at the rate of 5s. 
per day? But the right hon. Gentleman 
had entirely forgotten that the first con- 
tingent of Yeomanry who were sent out 
to South Africa were paid at Cavalry 
rates; and it was only when they went 
to street corners and picked up all the 
rag-tag and bob-tail for the second contin- 
gent that they had to pay 5s. a day to 
induce the men to join. In case of war 
the men did not care for pay ; patriotism 
was their first consideration. But in 
peace training the men came out, not so 
much from a patriotic point of view, as 
for the purpose of an outing. He did 
not think that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had really considered the different 
classes of Yeomanry. For instance, Lord 
Lovat’s Scouts in Scotland could not be 
compared with the West Kent Yeomanry 
to which he belonged; they were an 
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entirely different class of men. The 
former were made up of gillies and 
keepers who rode on rough ponies, and 
no doubt made excellent scouts and 
mounted Infantry. On the other hand, 
the Southern regiments of Yeomanry 
were made up of men of the very best 
class. With all due respect to the 
Volunteers, he ventured to think that 
there was no force in the country of so 
good a class as the Yeomanry. If the 
right hon. Gentleman desired to make 
those men pay out of their own pockets 
for their training, which they regarded 
as a cheap and pleasant holiday, the 
present men would not come out. He 
might be able to recruit a certain number 
of men called Yeomanry under his 
territorial scheme, but if the conditions 
were made harder and less comfortable, he 
would not obtain the same class of men. 
He hoped that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would yet reconsider his decision. 
In regard to combined training, at 
present the training lasted eighteen 
days, but during that period they 
were entitled to so much leave in 
order to look after their business either 
on their farms or in town: Under the 
new scheme the period of training was to 
be reduced to fourteen days, and _ he 
would like to know what was proposed 
in regard to leave during that period. 
Again, in regard to combined train- 
ing there were all sorts of conditions 
which a commanding officer of a 
Yeomanry regiment had to take into 
consideration in calling the men out, 
such as the hay harvest and other agri- 
cultural exigencies. He was sure that 
there was no officer who would not 
welcome any scheme for combined 
training, but the special conditions under 
which Yeomanry regiments had to come 
out must be taken into consideration. 
At the present time the Yeomanry were 
under the General Staff of the Army, and 
his experience was that they were in- 
spected by one or two generals who 
came down for that purpose during each 
training. Surely, therefore, they came 
under the General Staff, and he did not see 
how they could be more under that staff 
under a Territorial scheme. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would re- 
alise that he could not class and deal 
with the Yeomanry in one lump. He 
must consider the differences which 
existed in regiments and one might 
even say the ditferences which existed 
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in squadrons. In his own regiment, 
for example, they had squadrons drawn 
from agricultural districts and others 
drawn from London _ districts. He 
thought no one would disagree with 
him when he said that if they obtained 
young men from London--—telegraph 
clerks and others engaged in similar 
occupations in London or the suburbs— 
and made them able to use the rifle, and 
carry out the functions of a cavalry 
soldier, they were conferring a great 
benefit not only upon them but upon the 
community at large. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would reconsider his 
decision so as not to discourage that 
particular class. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 


E.R. Holderness) also urged the Govern- | 


ment to reconsider this question. Every 
Yeomanry officer thoughout the country 
would agree with the speech made by the 
hon. Member for Cardiff. They believed 
that the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme 
if it included the Yeomanry would mean 
the ruin of that force. 
in any Party spirit, as he was not opposed 
to the right hon, Gentleman’s scheme. 
He believed there was a great deal 
of good in it, but on this particular 
point he was in utter disagreement with 
the Government. 
present constituted, had 
tremely well. As the 
Horncastle had pointed out, it was the 
one great success of Mr. Brodrick’s Army 
scheme. When that scheme was brought 
in the Yeomanry numbered some 9,000 
men, and at the present time they 
were somewhere about 24,000. He had 
the honour of holding a commission in 
one of the regiments formed under Mr. 
Brodrick’s scheme, and that regiment 
had proved a_ great success. On 
Friday next they would be going out 
for their fifth annual training, and he 
wished the Secretary for War could go 
and see for himself the work done by the 
regiment. He entirely disagreed with 
the assertion that the Yeomanry did not 
undergo an effective training. If the 
War Secretary would take an excursion 
to Scarborough next week they would 
show him something which would open 
his eyes considerably as to what a 
Yeoman did on his annual training. He 
would see a regiment which was un- 
questionably as efficient as any in the 
The right hon. Gentleman had 


worked 
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said that his main objection to the 
Yeomanry regiments was that they did 
not go in for combined training: 
that showed how little he had studied 
the subject. If he had looked into it 
he would have found out that there were 
three regiments in the north of England, 
including his (the hon. Member’s) 
own, which had trained together, and 
with artillery. He did not, however, 
claim for his regiment that it was 
the only efficient one, as he asserted 
that all the Yeomanry regiments were 
efficient. But the Government would 
not improve those regiments if they 
reduced their pay, because such a step 
would damp the enthusiasm of the men. 
The right hon. Gentleman had mentioned 
the case of aman who took away £7 from 
his annual training, but £5 of that would 
be for his horse, that being the almost 
universal charge for a horse for the period. 
Therefore, while he might receive £7, only 
30s. or -£2 would go into his own 
pocket. Up to the present the Yeomanry 
had been enabled to appeal to a different 
class of men from those who were 
attracted by the Militia and the Volun- 
teers. If all these forces were placed 
upon the same basis, however, they would 
all have to appeal to the same class of 
men. If the right hon. Gentleman would 
go north as he had suggested he could 
show him the different classes of men they 
appealed to. He had one squadron, 
a town squadron, which appealed to a 
totally different class of men from the 
Volunteers. The commanding officer 
of the district when they started 
the squadron expressed the fear that 
it might seriously affect the recruiting 
for the Volunteers, but that gallant officer 
had told him since that it had not had the 
slightest effect upon Volunteer recruiting 
as they attracted a different class of men 
altogether. The men in the Yeomanry 
force up to the present time had shown 
the greatest keenness, and had done 
good work, and he earnestly appealed to 
the Secretary of State for War not to 
interfere with the force as it stood at the 
present moment. There had been an 
appeal, in which every commanding officer 
of Yeomanry had joined, to the right hon. 
Gentleman not to include that force in 
his scheme, and he thought that some 
consideration should be given to an appeal 
of that nature. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had listened so far as to allow them 
to go on recruiting on the old terms for 
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three years, and a good deal might 
happen in that period ; they might even 
be deprived of the presence of the 
right hon. Gentleman on the Treasury 
bench, and have someone there who would 
treat the Yeomanry with greater fairness. 


*Mr. VERNEY (Buckinghamshire, N.) 
said he had had the honour to serve in 
the Yeomanry in past years although he 
regretted that he was not a member ot 
the force at present. He did not think 
that ruin and reorganisation were the 
same thing, and this Bill was intended 
not to ruin, but to reorganise the 
Yeomanry. He did not think that the 
Government intended to do anything 
to interfere with the success of the 
Yeomanry. He believed that the change 
which would, under the Government 
scheme, come about in a very few 
years would give the Yeomanry an oppor 
tunity to do even better work than it 
was now doing for the country. There was 
one thing about which every Yeoman 
was very keen, and that was that serious 
and responsible work should be given 
them to do, and that class of work was 
going to be given to them in the new 
‘Yerritorial Force. He could not read 
in the Bill anything approaching to the 
ruin of the Yeomanry. If he rightly 
read the second clause, it would be 
the duty of the County Associations to 
ascertain the military resources of the 
county, and they all knew how necessary 
that was because the military resources of 
each county differed widely according to 
the nature of the county and the 
habits of those who lived there. In 
some counties there was always hunting 
going on, and in counties like Buckingham- 
shire there were a number of skilled men 
who understood horses and other matters 
which would be useful in the service. 
Ife, however, also wanted to appeal to 
the Government on the question of pay. 
in the Yeoman they had a man ready at 
any time of the year to serve his country 
with a horse. It was true than the man 
with his horse only went out for 
training for a few days in the year, but 
still they were always ready. What he 
wished to urge was that the Government 
should not attempt to buy retail at 
wholesale prices. The cavalry soldier 
had his pay all the year round and 
had a pension to look forward to, and in 
order to be a soldier he did not give up 
a remunerative occupation as the Yeoman 
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did. They all knew that the Yeoman, 
while he was serving his country, would 
have been, during that time, remunera- 
tively employed, and, in order to go 
through their training many of them 
gave up what to them was a con- 
siderable sum of money. He did 
not appeal for high pay, but he 
asked that the Yeoman should not 
be paid at the rate of the cavalry 
soldier in the Regulars, but have 
higher pay when he came out in 
time of peace. When on active service 
together no soldier would wish to have 
anything better than his comrade. He 
asked his right hon. friend seriously to 
consider whether he was not trying to 
get at a wholesale price a retail article 
when he asked the Yeomanry to come 
out for his training on. the pay that a 
trooper in the dragoon regiments got. 
He would like to point out that a 
Yeomanry regiment depended for its 
efficiency largely on the capacity of 
its adjutant, and he doubted very 
much whether it was advisable to 
have any change in the adjutants 
of those regiments which might tend 
to make them less efficient. The increased 
efficiency of the Yeomanry had in recent 
vears been proved by the fact that they 
did such excellent work in South Africa. 
He claimed to be as keen an old Yeoman 
as any one in the country, and he had the 
greatest possible desire for the mainte- 
nance of the success and efficiency of that 
force. 


*CoLONEL WARDE. (Kent, Medway) 
said he would like to add a word to the 
appeal that had been made to the Secre- 
tary of State for War in this matier. 
He had listened to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s arguments and had failed to 
find one to show that if the Yeomanry 
was reorganised in the way proposed 
it would become more efficient than it 
was to-day. He had had some experience 
of the matter, having served as_ the 
adjutant of his regiment a quarter of a 
century ago and having served for 
the last seven years in command of 
the same regiment. He well re- 
membered in the dark days of the 
South African War the appeals made to 
the country. The War Ottice had only 
to place a sum of money in the hands of 
the Yeomanry officers and in six weeks 
they produced a force of 10,000 men as 
fine and as well equipped as any that had 
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been sent tothe front. 
all believed the right 
man’s only desire was 


Although they 
hon. Gentle- 
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to improve | 


their efficiency, he must have already | 
heard that the very thought of their | 
being placed under this different system | 
had stopped recruiting altogether, and | 


especially the recruiting of that part of the 
force from which they obtained the best 
non-commissioned officers. It took years 
to make a non-commissioned officer in the 
Army, but in the Yeomanry they were 
obliged to make them quickly, and they 
took them from the farmers and master 
tradesmen of the towns—men who were 
used to some, responsibility. Those were 
the men who would volunteer when the 
time came, but who could not be expected 
to bind themselves down year in and 
year out to leave their business or occu- 
pation at any moment. 
ing with other forces was a most valuable 
experience, but they could not be taught 
to run before they could walk, and when 
regard was had to the short time the 
regiment was called ‘together to train, it 
would be seen that it was impossible to 
combine in that period more than the 
training necessary to make a good soldier. 
He reminded the Committee with regard 
to the rate of pay that a good deal more 
had to come out of the Yeoman’s pay than 
out of the pay of the ordinary cavalry 
man. One thing that had to be remem- 
bered was that the soldier served all the 
year, the Yeoman received pay only for a 
fortnight, and the same rate of pay as was 
given to the cavalry man could not be con- 
sidered sufficient, although in time of war 
the pay was not a matter of consideration 
to anybody. In his quota of the 10,000 
men sent to South Africa he had a 
captain in the Militia, a naval officer, and 


a young country squire, and not any of | 


the men he provided went to South Africa 
for the sake of the pay. It was true that 
the men sent out afterwards did, and the 
result was that they had all the scally- 
wags in the country coming to learn to 
ride and shoot for the sake of 5s. a day. 
But they were found to be a very 
different class of men from those who were 
first sent out. Experience showed that 
if men were treated with consideration 
and common sense there was no difficulty 
in getting the right class of men in the 
Yeomanry. Many were men of inde- 
pendent means, who gave up their holiday 
in order to come out to train, and they 


No doubt train- | 
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ought to be treated differently from the 
rank and file of the cavalry regiments. 
Having regard to the wonderful improve- 
ments which had taken place in the last 
ten years, he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman would be well advised in 
accepting the Amendment of the noble 
Lord. 


*Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
that under this scheme they would 
practically destroy the Yeomanry, a 
force about which he knew something, 
because he had served in the north of 
Scotland, where the gillies, keepers, and 
shepherds went up for training, and 
where the money that they got was very 
useful tothem. He had also served with 
the Shropshire Yeomanry, where they 
had exactly the reverse conditions—the 
kind of Yeomanry force in which the 
noble Lord the Member for Oxford had 
served for so many years. He would 
point out that in both those cases this 
scheme would destroy the two sorts 
of Yeomanry. In the case of thie 
Lovat’s Scouts, to which he belonged, in 
the north of Scotland, they were 
practically taking away from the men 
3s. per day—money which they used to 
take home to help them through the 
winter. A good many of the men took 
home with them from £8 to £12. They 
could not expect men in that position to 
go on when they reduced their pay to 
the extent proposed. In reducing the pay 
of the Shropshire Yeomanry to that extent 
the result would be that, instead of 
being able to live on their pay, the men 
would have to live like the ordinary 
sritish Tommy, which he was quite sure 
they would decline to do, or they would 
have to spend a considerable sum out of 
their own pockets. Although no people 
were more patriotic than the Shropshire 
farmers, yet he did not believe that they 
would stand that for one moment. The 
Government were going to destroy both 
those classes of Yeomen, and he did not 
see how they were going to get out of it 
if they reduced the pay to the extent pro- 
posed. The Secretary of State for War 
had said that the Yeomanry did not get 
an efficient training. He thought that 
the Secretary for War ought to know 
what the Yeomanry went through in the 
way of training. At the present moment 
the regiment to which he belonged were 
preparing in Inverness-shire to invade 
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Perthshire, and he really did not think | 
they could have any more effective train- | 
ing than that. Before they did away with 
what were practically the best of the Yeo- 
men, they should remember that mounted 
infantry, which the Yeomen practically 
were at the present time, were an ex- 
tremely useful arm. They could perform 
the duties of the advanced guard of an 
army, and those were the most difficult 
that they could ask any men to dis- 
charge. He had seen mounted infantry 
do advanced guard work and do it well | 
after about four months of training. If 
they were going to do away with the 
Yeomanry to a great extent, they would 
have to increase their cavalry, which | 
would cost them a great deal more. 
He thought that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should consider very carefully before 
he did away with the Yeomanry. Even 
if they could get the infantry from the 
Territorial Army, what were they going 
to do without any form of cavalry ? Of 
all the Auxiliary Forces it was generally 
allowed by the military experts, and even | 
by the man in the street, that, on the 
whole, the Yeomanry were the most 
efficient. If the Secretary of State for | 
War insisted on treating the Yeomanry | 
in this way the result would be that | 
he would have practically no mounted | 
troops for his Territorial Army. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) said he had hoped that the 
Secretary for War would be able to fall 
in with the suggestion of his noble friend 
instead of taking up such a decided non 
pessumus attitude on the subject. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman had 
rather misunderstood one portion of the 
speech of his hon. friend, when he said 
that the Yeomanry had to be trained 
before they could fulfil their functions. 
Nothing which had been said that 
night, or by any Yeomanry officer, justi- 
fied anybody in suggesting that the force 
was anything but willing and anxious to 
fulfil its functions. The Amendment 
had been moved on behalf of the Yeo- | 
manry force, because those who sup- 
ported it believed that their exclusion 
from the Bill was the best way to ensure 
that they might be able to fulfil their 
functions. It dealt primarily with the 
question of control. Were the county 
associations the best organisations to deal 
with the Yeomanry force? He thought 
that there would be a great deal of techni- 


Mr. Hunt. 


{COMMONS} 


| the men 
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cal difficulty connected with that point. 
There were certain counties which had 
Yeomanry, and there were counties 
which had a great many more Yeomanry 
than other counties; as the Bill was 
at present drafted, there was bound to be 
overlapping, and difficulties from that 
point of view. A man now serving 
in a particular cavalry regiment might be 
disqualified from doing so in future 
because he did not belong to a particular 
area of a particular county association. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: That 
is provided for in the Bill. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he did not 
think it was, but perhaps the hon. Gentle- 
man in his reply would make that clear. 
It was a rather significant fact that not 
one Member who had spoken, except the 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
Bill, had had one good word to say for this 


_scheme from the point of view of the 


Yeomanry. The hon. Member for North 
Buckinghamshire had announced that he 
was going to support the Government, 
but his speech was a most damaging 
criticism of their proposal. As a Yeo 
manry officer the hon. Member professed 
goodwill towards the Bill, but there wer 
plenty of other officers also who were 


_ naturally anxious that the scheme should 


be a success, because if it was not they all 
knew what, in two or three years time, 
the result might be. Practically the 
whole Yeomanry force were arrayed 
against the Government on the Bill as 
applied to themselves. It was common 
knowledge that the colonels command- 
ing the Yeomanry regiments had unani- 
mously informed the War Office that 
the scheme under which they would 
have to work in future, in their opinion, 
was extremely bad and _ dangerous 
for the Yeomanry. How could the 
War Office, in face of that, refuse to 
consider their opinion’? After all, those 
officers were practical men; they were 
who commanded the regi- 
ments ; they were the men who in many 
instances had led them with success 
during the war; was it right that their 
view should be entirely disregarded ’ 
They had been met on one point with 
regard to the question of emolument. 
His hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for the Medway Division of Kent, 
who had also experience as a command- 
ing officer, had told the House of 
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Commons, as a fact, that the effect of 
the Bill had already been to discourage 
enlistment in the Yeomanry of precisely 
the class of men who rendered the force 
efficient, and were capable of careful | 
and valuable service. He believed him- | 
self that the attitude of the Government | 
was fundamentally connected with finance 
more than anything else. The original | 
scheme applied to the yeomen saved a| 
good deal of money, and that was suffi- | 
cient for the immediate purpose. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said it was impos- 
sible to pay to the yeoman more than 
was paid to the ordinary dragoon, 
because differentiation of pay was out of 
the question, The hon. and gallant 
Member for Cardiff had blown that argu- 
ment to pieces. He had shown that there 
was already differentiation of pay in all 
classes, both of the Auxiliary and of Regu- 


ri 


peat 
lar Services. And the hon. Member ! 
who supported the scheme had _ put 
the matter in a nutshell when he | 


said that the rates proposed by the 
Government for the Yeomanry meant 
asking to buy retail at wholesale prices. 
He thought that was a just and pithy 
criticism on the part of the hon. Mem- 
ber. But so far from its being the case 
that differentiation was impossible, the 
whole scheme of the Government was based 
on differentiation of pay, and in a very ob- 
jectionable form. It was a differentiation 
not merely between the Yeomanry on the 
one hand and the artillery on the other, 
but between the ordinary soldiers in a 
particular grade. The scheme proposed 
differentiation in a most objectionable and 
dangerous form, because it produced 
jealousy between one officer and another 
in the same regiment. Even from a 
theoretical point of view he did not think 
the scheme would hold water. The idea 
that they could not differentiate between 
the Yeomanry and the other forces was 
wholly untenable. That idea was the 
main basis of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
argument, but he had been obliged to 
support it upon other grounds. He had 
stated that it was impossible, under 
present conditions, to make the Yeo- 
manry effective. The hon. Member for 
Cardiff had made a direct challenge to 
the Government on that point and 
had asked the right hon. Gentleman if 
he meant that the present condition of 
the Yeomanry was unsatisfactory. Was 
that the view of the Government ? When 
the right hon. Gentleman said it was 
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impossible to make them effective, did he 
mean that the Yeomanry were ineffective 
and inefficient at the present moment ? 
Considering the manifold difficulties which 
they had to face he thought they were 
a very efficient force, and they now 
numbered 92 per cent. of their estab- 
lishment. How did the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to improve them? 
Owing to the mania for uniformity on 
the part of the War Office all these 
forces had to be brought under the same 
governing authority, and in the opinion 
of the right hon. Gentleman that was 
an improvement. As a matter of fact it 
was nothing of the kind, because it was 
merely a nominal alteration. What was 
going to be done to increase the efficiency 
ofthe Yeomanry? TheSecretary of State 
for War had said the change was necessary 
in order to have combined training. He 
would like the right hon. Gentleman to 
explain how the putting of the Yeomanry 
under county associations would make it 
more easy for them to have combined 
training. Combined training was possible 
now, and in many cases it was being carried 
out. There were, however, alarge number 
of cases in which combined training was im- 
possible now, and in regard to which it 
would remain impossible after the county 
associations had been established. In 
agricultural districts where the yeomen 
had to go to their occupations during a 
particular season of the year, they would 
continue under that disability, although 
perhaps the bulk of them could take their 
training later in the year. He thought 
there was a great danger of diminishing 
both the strength and the effectiveness of 
the Yeomanry under the new conditions. 
It was not a question of the payment of 
1s. 3d. as against 4s. 6d. He thought the 
vase made out for continuing the pay of 
the Yeomanry as at present was un- 
answerable, but there were other ques- 
tions apart from pay which were very 
serious, and he knew that it was the 
unanimous opinion of the officers com- 
manding these regiments that unless the 
Government consented to extend the 
concession they had already made the 
future position of the Yeomanry force 
would be very precarious indeed. 


Mayor SEELY did not think the 
Amendment well conceived, because 
if any force was to be under the county 
associations the Yeomanry ought to be 
part of that organisation. At the same 
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time, he sympathised with many of the 
arguments that had been used with regard 
to the pay of the Yeomanry force. 
Having served himself in the Yeomanry 
for more than eighteen years he had some 
knowledge of how the proposal was 
likely to affect that force. The Secretary 
of State had confused two things ; he had 


confused the services of the Yeomanry in | 


time of war and the services of the 
Yeomanry in time of peace. The 
Yeomanry were prepared to serve at 
cavalry rates of pay in time of war. But 
in time of peace the yeoman served for 
fifteen or eighteen days and received, 
including allowances, anything from £7 
to £8 for his services, while the cavalry- 
man served for the whole year and 
received anything from £20 to £30 for 
his services. There was no analogy 
between the two. In many cases, 
even at the present rate of pay, a yeoman, 
after paying a man to do his job and 
getting a horse, returned from his train- 
ing £2 or £4 out of pocket. Would it 
not be better in the case of the Yeomanry 
to say, “ We will make up this man’s pay 
by allowance for his horse, his food, and 
his camp ; a consolidated grant shall be 
given to him to make up the total to as 
much as he received before”? He 
sympathised with the view of the 
Secretary of State that in time of 
war the payment should be the same 
to all branches of the force, and 
he would suggest a way out of the 
difficulty. The Government ought to 
pay these men a higher rate in time of 
peace, otherwise they would not get them 
to serve at all. Many yeomen he knew 
were actually out of pocket by serving 
the State at the present rate of pay. 
His right hon. friend need have no 
fear that the Yeomanry would ask for 
a higher rate of pay in time of war. If 
they went to war—as many of them did 
along with himself a few years ago— 
they would not require a higher rate of | 
pay. During the South African War, | 
owing to some miscalculation as to the 
strength of the Boer Army, it was | 
announced that the war was practically 
over, and many members of the Yeomanry, | 
the Militia, and the Volunteer Forces | 
wished to return home, because they 
were suffering great loss in connection 
with their businesses and _ professions. 
In the case of his own regiment the men 
were quite willing to serve as long as | 
there was a real war, but they did not | 


Major Seely. 
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want to be kept doing garrisonduty. They 
were offered 5s. a day, but all the men in 
his squadron signed a document stating 
that they did not wish to receive a 
higher rate of pay than their comrades 
in the field. He did not think that the 
right hon. Gentleman quite realised how 
grave a step he was taking in proposing 
to reduce the pay of these men in time 
of peace. He had heard many Army 
debates, and whenever there had been 
any proposal to reduce the expenditure 
or decrease the pay of the soldier 
hon. Gentlemen on both sides of the 
House, and more especially those 
sitting on the Front Benches, had said, 
“ Remember that one thing you can never 
do is to reduce the pay of any single 
man in His Majesty’s Forces.” He 
had heard it stated that for the last 
200 years there had never been any 
reduction in the pay of the soldier. That 
was probably the reason why the cost of 
the Army kept on increasing. By pro- 
posing to reduce the pay of the Yeomanry 
they were suggesting a thing which had 
never been done before, and it was being 
proposed in regard to a force which had 
admittedly served the country well in the 
past and had been a success. The Yeo- 
manry did not mind the loss of the money 
so much, but what ‘they did resent was 
the idea that having been singled out to 
suffer a diminution of pay they were open 
to the stspicion that they were less 
efficient than the rest of the force. He 
would like the right hon. Gentleman to 
state the reasons why he was asking 
the members of the Territorial Force 
to accept the same rate of pay as 
their comrades in the Regular Army. 
Would it not be better to lay down 
a daily rate of pay, and to say in the 
case of the Yeomanry, as had already 
been said in the case of the Volun- 
teers, that those men’s pay would be 
made up to as much as they re- 
ceived before by allowances for pro- 
viding a horse and for camp expenses ! 
That was not too much to ask at a time 
when they were making a great effort to 
need 
hardly say how much he sympathised 
with the right hon. Gentleman in his 
desire to create this national Army, but 
he thought the Government should not 
reduce the pay of the men who were 
asked to undertake higher obligations. 
The Secretary of State for War made a 
great mistake if he thought the Yeomanry 
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consisted of feather-bed soldiers. 








They 
would do anything they were asked to 
do provided the Government did not put 
on them the ignominy of being singled 
out for a reduction of pay. He knew 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
suggest this reduction on the ground 
of economy. ‘The noble Lord had said 
that many of the proposals were dictated 
by considerations of economy. That 
was not a bad thing to be governed by, 
but he found from calculations which he 
had made that in this matter the cost 
would be the paltry sum of £12,000 a 
year. He wished well to the right hon. 
(ientleman’s scheme, and would give it 
all the support he could. He belonged 
toa Yeomanry regiment, and he wished 
to see it thrive and prosper in the service 


of the State. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said no 


-one could accuse him of want of sympathy 


with any of His Majesty’s Forces. If it 
were correct to say that no reduction of 
pay had ever before been made in the 
House, then his right hon. friend the 
Secretary for War had a courage which 
apparently no other responsible Minister 
had had, because he was making, not only 
one, but two reductions of pay. If hon. 
Members would look at the pay which it 
was proposed to give the Volunteer—the 
Territorial infantryman—they would see 
he was to receive during his fifteen days 
in camp the pay of a private of the 
Regulars. It was notorious that hitherto 
a Volunteer private who went into camp 
for fifteen days got half-a-crown a day. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheftield, 
Central): I have been in camp often, but 
have never had anything like that. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 


there were other corps than that to which 


{28 May 1907} 


Reserve Forces Bill. 1562 
the hon. and gallant Member belonged. In 
this matter the Secretary for War had, at 
all events, the courage of his opinion. The 
Member for Shropshire had said that 3s. 
a day was going to be deducted from the 
Yeoman’s pay under the present pro- 
posals. The cost of messing in various 
Yeomanry regiments differed enormously 
—from 1s. 6d. to 4s. 6d. a day. If they 
retained the Yeoman at ls. 6d., and he 
had not 4s. 6d. to pay out of the messing 
allowance, he practically lost nothing by 
the present arrangement. There was un- 
doubtedly some reduction, but the cost 
of the Yeomanry to the country at the 
present moment was based on the most 
extravagant regiment scale. A _ great 
deal of that cost was unnecessary and 
undesirable. What his right hon. friend 
proposed to do was to arrange that the 
Yeoman in the ordinary economical regi- 
ment should not lose anything. The 
noble Lord the Member for Chorley 
seemed to suggest that the management of 
the County Associations would be of no 
practical assistance and might be some 
hindrance. 
be a County Association, so that where a 


In every county there would 


regiment was recruited from two counties, 
each Association, having full power to co- 
operate with the neighbouring Association, 
would do all that was required within the 
county area to promote the benefit of the 
regiment. There would not merely be no 
overlapping but there would be brought 
in a fresh power of assistance for raising 
recruiting, and maintaining a regiment. 
In future the commanding officer of a 
Yeomanry regiment would be able to 
bring the units together, and there would 
not merely be no overlapping, but there 
would be brought in under the County 
Association, a fresh power of assistance 
for raising, recruiting, and maintaining a 
regiment. There was one other point. 
Some hon. Gentlemen opposite had said 
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that if the pay of the Yeomanry was 
reduced, it would damage recruiting, and 
extinguish the force. 


moment believe that. 


He did not fora} 
Again, it had | 


{COMMONS} 


been said that the Yeomanry came out | 


for a cheap holiday ; if that were so, he 
did not think the House ought to pay an 
unnecessarily high rate in order to 


provide the men with a cheap holiday. 


*Mr. HUNT said he denied that the 
Yeomanry came out for a cheap holiday. 
They came out to do their duty to their 
country ; but they did not want to pay a 


lot of money out of their own pocket in| “~™ 
' ciations he was sure that they would not 


order to serve their country. The present 
pay was only sufficient to feed them decent- 
ly, and enable them to live comfortably ; 
but they were not likely to come out and 
live like ordinary “Tommies.” !An Hon. 
MEMBER: Why not ?] 
were of a different class. 
manry was composed of big farmers, and 
he did not think it was fair to say that 
they went out for a cheap holiday. 


Because they 


One class of Yeo- 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
that he did not allege that they did so. 
He had only quoted the words used by 
the hon. Member for West Marylebone. 


He did not know whether the holiday was 


cheap, but an hon. Member opposite had | 


said that many of the men took away after 
training from £8 to £10. [OPPOSITION 
cries of “Oh, oh.”] 


*Mr. HUNT said the hon. Gentleman 
did not understand the matter at all. 
There were two sorts of Yeomanry, one 
composed of people such as gillies, keepers, 
and small crofters, whom it paid to come 
out, and the other composed of big 
farmers, yeomen, and others, such as were 
found in the Midlands, Yorkshire and 
elsewhere, who were quite willing to 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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come out and do their duty if it was not 
going to cost them a lot of money. 


Captain CRAIG (Down, E.) said that 
the Yeomanry were looking forward to 
the time when they would take their 
place alongside the cavalry of the Line in. 
the event of war. They were prepared 


‘to go side by side with the Regular 
| cavalry ne matter to what part of the 


world. If the Yeomanry were to be 


| trained only to assist in defending these 


| Auxiliaries 


shores from invasion, the debate was 
not worth the time spent upon it. If they 
were to be controlled by the County Asso- 


be prepared to go abroad in time of war. 
They had heard from the Front Bench 
that the pay of the Yeomanry was to be 
reduced, and that he considered unwise. 
The Yeomanry had been built up with 
some difficulty by those wko understood 
the requirements of the class who joined 
it, not only in England but in Scotland 
and Ireland. By the step proposed they 
would strike a weighty blow at a very 
valuable branch of the service. It had been 
argued that the Yeoman would not suffer, 
but he could not conceive how that could 
be so if his pay and allowances were 
reduced. It was a bad sign if such a 
revolutionary step was taken and an 
attempt made to tamper with the pay 
of the men. Another change to which 


he objected was that the Yeomanry 


_would be given a field day only with 


instead of with high-class 


Regulars. A large number of the 


Yeomanry under the proposed scheme 


would not be able to go to the 
front in time of war; the proposal 


would take away from that force its 
recruiting ground, and it would be found 
difficult in time of national crisis to gather 
these hardy countrymen together to carry 
out the class of work they nowdid. The 
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existing basis of the force was an excellent 
one and capable of extension. The 
present scheme had been founded upon 
the false assumption that a force was 
needed for guarding our shores. He 
thought that was an unfortunate ex- 
pression, because if our shores were at- 
tacked there was not a man in the House, 
old or young, who would not go down 
straight away to defend them. All they 
needed if the foe landed would be for 
each of them to take a rifle and go out 
and do his duty to his country. What 
should be in the mind of the right hon. 
(sentleman was the idea of getting hold of 
the most capable men who in the event 
of war could be sent abroad ; it was no 
use looking at the scheme from the Home 
defence point of view. They had therefore 
to ask themselves whether they would do 
better with the new scheme than by leaving 
the Yeomanry asit was. He had the hon- 
our of raising a Yeomanry squadron 
once and he knew something about 
recruiting in time of war, and he assured 
the right hon. Gentleman that it would 
be better to allow the Yeomanry to goon 
on the plan which had been laid down 
with great skill, and perfect themselves. 
A great blow would be struck at the 
force if this scheme went through, and 
although every one of them would do 
their best to make it a success they 
could not help deploring the right 
hon. Gentleman’s proposals as to the 


Yeomanry. 


Mr. GUEST wished to know whether 
the position which the Government took 
up was that the Yeoman would be no 
loser financial _ re- 


by the proposed 


arrangement. 


Mr. HALDANE said the pay of the 
Yeomanry would not be more than that 
of the Cavalry, but the comfort, the 
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maintenance, the upkeep of the Yeomanry 
would be substantially up to their present 
standard. Month by month improve- 
ments were being made in that respect. 
They did not expect the Yeomanry to 
submit to hard conditions; a special 
allowance would be made to them, but in 
pay they could not be differently treated 
from other Cavalry. By the administra- 
tion of large forces under 
experience and by economy the Yeomanry 
would be as well off as they were to-day. 


men of 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he wished 
to press the point a little further. He 
believed that what the hon. Gentleman 
desired to convey was that there should 
be no change in the substantial comfort of 
the Yeomanry when called out, that they 
would not be required to make greater 
sacrifices than at present. He under- 
stood that the Yeomanry did not quarrel 
with the pay if they could be quite 
certain that their training would be 
varried out without deprivation of the 
substantial comforts they had enjoyed 
hitherto. He understood that, though 
the right hon. Gentleman could not 
increase the pay, the conditions of service 
would be such as would be equivalent 


to the 5s. 6d. a day. 


Mr. HALDANE repeated what he 
had said as to the substantial comfort in 
which the Yeomanry would serve, though 
he would not undertake that the cost 
should be equal to 5s,6d. a day. There 
would be the extra sum bringing up the 
amount to ls. a day, called camp 
allowance. With regard to administration 
the Government that the 


yeoman should be substantially as well 


designed 
off as he was to-day. 


Mr. GUEST said that, as it was the 
intention of the right hon. Gentleman 
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that the standard of comfort of the 
Yeomanry was not to be diminished, 
that under the new scheme he would 
have the same class of food and would 
receive as now the allowance for his 
horse, £5, he had no difficulty in voting 
with the Government. 


Mr. HALDANE said the horse 
allowance to which the hon. Gentlemen 
referred would not necessarily be £5. 
He had been much struck by the way in 
which some members of the Yeomanry 
had three or four horses and hired them 
out, and he would like to divert some of 
the £5 allowance to encouraging such a 


thing as that. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY said the 


Government were going to provide a 





scale of luxury in the Yeomanry quarters 
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which would not be allowed in the In- 


fantry quarters of the same camp. 


Mr. HALDANE: I must repudiate 
that suggestion. The standard of com. 
fort we give to one branch of the service 


will be the standard of comfort all round, 


CoLoNeEL KENYON-SLANEY said it 
followed that the scale of pay for the 
Infantry must be increased as well as the 
scale of pay for the Cavalry. 


*Mr. HUNT said that under the new 
conditions the Yeomanry would be short 
by 3s. a day. Out of that the right hon. 
Gentleman could not get. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 89; 
Noes, 296. (Division List No. 184.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Craig,Captain Ja 
Craik, Sir Henry 


Dalrymple, Viscount 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Nield, Herbert 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


mes( Down, E. 





Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH. 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt Hn. A.J.(City Lond) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G.(Winchester 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N. ) 
Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Bull, Sir William James 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cavendish, Rt.Hon. Victor C.W. | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
ChamberlainRt.Hn.J.A.(Wore. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt.Hn.J.(Birmingh’m 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
‘Craig, Charles Curtis( Antrim, S. 


Mr. Guest. 


Dunean, Robert( Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 


Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W. | 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fell, Arthur 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 


| Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hon.Col.W. 
| King, Sir Henry Seymour (Hull) 


Lamb, Edmund G, (Leominster 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 


| Lockwood, Rt.Hon. Lt.-Col. A.R 


Long, Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Macpherson, J. T. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Seddon, J. 

Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton) 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Talbot, Rt.Hn J.G.(Oxf?d Univ. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E.Howard 
Walker, Col. W. H. (Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Walsh, Stephen 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley ( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Younger, George 


| TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Lord 


Willoughby de Eresby and 
Mr. Hunt. 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck. A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn.SirJ.Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,8.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,SirJ.H. (Essex,Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T, A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns. Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
3yles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard(Peckham) 
Clough, William 

Clynes. J. R. 

Coats.Sir T.Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 

Collins,SirWm.J.(8.Pancras, W. 

Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, CH(Sussex,E. Grinst’d 

Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David (Montgomery Co. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| Essex, R. W. 
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Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness | 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 


Evans, Samuel T. 
Eve, Harry} Trelawney 


| Everett, R.' Lacey 


Fenwick, Charles 


| Ferens, T. R. 


Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerten, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone.Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 


| Greenwood, Hamar (York) 


Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall. Frederick 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,R.L.(Caithness-sh 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 


| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Henry, Charles §. 

Herbert, Co!cnel Ivor (Mon, 8.) 
Higham, Jobn Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 


| Hudson, Walter 


| Hutton, Alfred Eddison 


| Hyde, Clarendon 


Illingworth, Percy{H. 


| Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
| Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
' Kekewich, Sir George 


Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 


Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 
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| Kincaid-Smith, Captain 


King,Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 


| Lambert, George 


Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E. 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 


| Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkBg’hs 


Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 


| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren, H. D (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants, 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G. Croydon(Launceston 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, 2 

Micklem, Nathaniel 


| Molteno, Percy Alpout 


Mond, A. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Norman, Sir Henry 

Norton, Capt. Ceci] William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearsen, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps,J. Wynford( Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


| Pirie, Duncan V. 
| Pollard, Dr. 


Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk,E. ) 
Priestley, W.E.B.(Bradford,E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

tea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
tees, J. D. 


Rendall, Athelstan 








1571 


Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott(Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir C. E.(Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 
Seaverns, J. H. 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


And, it being half-past ten of the clock, 
the Chairman proceeded, pursuant to the 
Order of the House of the 6th May, 
successively, to put forthwith the Ques- 


tions on the Amendments 


Government, of which notice had been 


given, and on the Questions necessary to 


dispose of the Business to 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury,E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, John Emmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 


Territorial and 
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Silecock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 

Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walters, John Tudor 








Haldane.) 


moved by the 
be made.” 


be concluded. | Noes, 88. 


A 4 ES, 


| Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn, SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

| Bertram, Julius 

| Bethell,SirJ.H.( Essex, Romford 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Bowerman, C. W. 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 
Brigg, John 
Brodie, H. C. 

| Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J.F. L.(Lances., Leigh) 

| Bryce, J. Annan 

| Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

| Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 





Reserve Forces Bill. 


| Walton, SirJohn L.(Leeds,S,) 
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Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John(Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay,T, 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow,D. 8. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, Llewelyn (Carmart’n) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Hon.C.H.W. (Hull,W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §.) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Another Amendment proposed— 

‘‘In page 2, line 1, after the word ‘ county, 
to insert the words ‘or such other person as 
the Army Council may think fit.?”—(Mr, 


Question put, “ That the Amendment 


2 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 314; 
(Division List No. 185.) 


Byles, William Pollard 


| Cairns, Thomas 


Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt.Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Rt. Hon. Winston S. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 
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Cowan, W. H. 

‘Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David (MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N, 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T, 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Everett, R, Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, a: 

Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F, 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Guest. Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, R. L.(Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.( Derbyshire, N. E. 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M.(Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,ColonelIvor(Mon.,S. ) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N, 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
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Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Perey H. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 


| King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
; Laidlaw, Robert 


Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 


| Lambert, George 


Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs) 


| Mackarness, Frederic C. 


Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 


| Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Marks, G. Croydon( Launceston 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 


| Micklem, Nathaniel 
| Molteno, Percy Alport 
| Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 


Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D.‘(Colchester) 
Philipps,J. Wynford (Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
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Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E. 
Priestley, W. E. B. (Bradford, E 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 

Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpton 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 

toe, Sir Thomas 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir C.E. (Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. {(Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T.'(Hawick B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


| Straus, B. S, (Mile End) 





Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, Jamesi (Sunderland) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.‘( Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthy- 
Thomasson, Franklin 

Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
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Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke-upon-Trent 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 


, Whitbread, Howard 


| White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney | 


Waterlow, D.S 
Watt, Henry A. 
Weir, James Galloway 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J.(City Lond.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G (Winchester 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett. Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Wore. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings. Rt.Hn.J. (Birmingh’m 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 9, to leave out from the 
end of line 10, 
‘or assisting cadet battalions 


word ‘ Establishing,’ to 
insert the words 


and corps and also rifle clubs, provided that no 
shall be 
any person 


assistance 
respect of 


financial 
association in 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Agnew, George William 
Allen,A.Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Astbury, John Meir 
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Wilson, Hon. C.H.W. (Hull,W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


{COMMONS} 


White. George (Norfolk) 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 


Wiles, Thomas TELLERS FOR THE Ayrs— 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 
Wills, Arthur Walters Pease. 


NOES, 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 


Morpeth, Viscount 
oo holson, Wm. G.( Petersfield} 


Faber, George Denison (York) Nield, Herbert 

Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 0 Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Fardell, Sir T. George Percy, Ear] 

Fell, Arthur Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey andles, Sir John Seurrah 
Fletcher, J. S. Rawlinson, John Frederick Peel 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, F. E.( Liverpool, Walton 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walker, Col. W. H. (Lancashire 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset W.) 


Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey, F.W.F.(Bury 8. Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hon.Col.W. 
King,Sir Henry Seymour (Hull) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew ng te h) 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lockwood, Rt.Hn. Lt. “Col. A.R. 


Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham) | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Lowe, Sir Francis William Younger, Lord 

Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 

Magnus, Sir Philip TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) Mr. Stanley Wilson and 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham Major Anstruther-Gray. 


Moore, William 


battalion or corps in a school in receipt of a 
Parliamentary grant until such person has 


attained the age of sixteen.’ ”—(Mr. Haldane.) 
{ 


Question put, “ That the Amendment 
be made.” 
and 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 291; 


given by an 


in a! Noes, 89. (Division List No. 186.) 


AYES. 


Baker, Sir John fone es | 
Baker,JosephA.(Finsbury, FE. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) x 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Ww ight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 


Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

ell, Richard 

3ellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter B. 
Benn,SirJ. Williams (Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’ w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D 

Bertram, Julius 
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Bethell,SirJ. H.(Essex,Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. R.(Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

srigg, John 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F'.L.(Lancs.,Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 
Causton,Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Rt. Hon. Winston S. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir.T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cowan, W. H. 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8S.) 
Dewar, Arthur(Edinburgh, S.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin (Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 
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Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
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Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,R.L. (Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey,W.E. (Derbyshire,N.E. 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,.J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 


' Holt, Richard Durning 
| Hooper, A. G. 


Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 


| Hutton, Alfred Eddison 


Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 


| Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

King, AlfredJohn( Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, EdmundG.( Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (S. Pancras,E. 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 


| Maddison, Frederick 


Mallet, Charles E. 


| Manfield, Harry (Northants) 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon( Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 
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Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 


| Murray, James 


| Myer, Horatio 


Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 


| Nicholls, George 


Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| Parker, James (Halifax) 


Partington, Oswald 


| Paul, Herbert 


Pearce, Robert (Stafts. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps, J. Wynford(Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, RobertJohn(Norfolk,E. ) 


| Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford,E. ) 


Radford, G. H. f 
Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Richards,T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 


| Richardson, A. 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
| Robertson,SirG.Scott( Bradf’rd 


| Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


Robinson, 8. 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Rogers, F. E. Newman 


Rose, Charles Day 


| Rowlands, J. 





Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
| Schwann, SirC. E.(Manchester) 


Sears, J. E. 
Seaverns, J. H. 


| Seddon, J. 


Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Ken ial) 
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Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. 8S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart. James (Sunderland) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,SirEdward(Salisbury 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, 
Thomas,SirA.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 

Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 


aie 
Ure, Alexande 
Verney, F. sabi 


Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, cin Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, wd A. 

Weir, James Galloway 

W dilietedl, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 


NOES. 
Craig,CaptainJames( Down, E.) 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Davies, David( MontgomeryCo. 
Douglas, Rt Hon. A. Akers- 
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White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, JohnHenry( Halifax) 
Whittaker,SirThomasP: a or 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, Llewelyn(Car marth? n 


| Wills, Arthur Walters 


Wilson,Hon.C.H.W.(Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Morpeth, Viscount 
Nicholson, Wm.G.(Peterstield) 
Nield, Herbert 


O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 





Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(City Lond.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring.Capt.Hn.G.(\Vinchest’r 
Barrie,H.T.( Londonderry, N.) 
Beach, Hn. MichaelHughHicks 
3eckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Faber, ¢ 
Faber, Capt. 


Fell, Arthur 
Fletcher 
Forster, 
Gibbs, G. A. 
Haddock, ¢ 
Hamilton, 


Boyle, Sir Edward Harrison- Broadley, 
Bridgeman, W. Clive Hay, Hon. Claude ¢ 
Bull, Sir William James Hills, J. W. 


‘ampbell, Rt. Hon. J 
‘arlile, EB. Hildred 
‘astlereagh, Viscount 
‘avendish,Rt.Hon. VictorC.W. 
Yecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘hamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
‘oates, E. Feetham( Lewisham) 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
‘ollings, Rt.Hn.J.(Birmingh’m 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ourthope, G. Loyd 
‘raig,CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S. 


. H. M. 


Lee, 
L Oc kwood, R 


Lowe, Sir Fr: 
Lyttelton, Rt. 


Mildmay, 
Moore, 


Clause, 


as amended, agreed to. 


Whereupon the Chairman left the 


Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee 


again To-morrow. 


report Progress; to sit 


TERRITORIAL AND RESERVE 
(EXPENSES). 


Considered in Committee. 


FORCES 


(In the Committee. ) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient to authorise the 


Fardell, Sir T. ¢ 


Duncan. Robert(Lanark, Govan 
reorge Denison (York) 
W. V.(Hants, 


reorge 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 


Henry William 
(Bristol, 
reorge R. 
Marquess of 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 


King,SirHenrySeymour( Hull) 


Law,Andrew Bonar( Dulwich) 


Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
neis William 

Hon. 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 


William 


| expenditure incurred by 


payment out of money voted by Parlia- | 


Percy, Earl 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Seurrah 
Rawlinson, JohnFrederick Peel 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjzemin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G. (Oxdf Univ. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir C. 


W.) 


West) 


H. B. 


reorge 


E.Howard 


Kenyon-Slaney.Rt.Hon.Col. W. | Walker, Col. W. H. (Lancashire 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham | Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
t.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. | Willoughby de Eresby, L ord 


Wilson, A.Stanley(Y ork, E.R.) 
Younger, George 


Alfred 





TELLERS FOR THE NoES—NSir 

Francis Bingham Henry Craik and Captain 
Hervey. 

ment for Army services of necessary 


associations in 
Act of the 


session to provide for the reorganisation 


pursuance of any present 
of His Majesty’s military forces, and for 
that purpose to authorise the establish- 
County 
raising and maintenance of a Territorial 
Force and to amend the Acts relating to 


(Mr. Haldane.) 


And, it being after half-past Ten of the 


ment of Associations and the 


the Reserve Forces.” — 


clock, the Chairman proceeded, pursuant 
to the Order of the House of 6th May, to 
put forthwith the Question. 








0) 





————————— 
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insl 


(Juestion put. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Aonew, George William 

Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, JosephA.(Finsbury, E. ) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somers’t 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
3enn,SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’ w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,SirJ. H.(Essex,Romf’rd 
sethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine | 
Black, Arthur W. 

sowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

srigg, John 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J. F.L.(Lanes., Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Buxton, Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William PoHard 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William | 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Rt. Hon. Winston S. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,SirT.Glen( Renfrew, W.) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
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The Committte divided :—Ayes, 294 ; 


Noes, 94. 


AYES. 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
Crosfield, A. H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, David( MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Erskine, David C. 
Essex, R. W. 
Evans, Samuel T. 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens, T.T. R. 
Findlay, Alexander 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh, 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood,G.( Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar ( York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 
Hardy, George A. (Sutfolk) 
Harmsworth,R. L.(Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davies, T. 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.( Derbyshire, N.E 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 
Hedges, A. Paget 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham ). 
Henderson, J.M.(Aberdeen, W. 
Henry, Charles 8. 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 


(Division List No. 187.) 


Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddisou 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Perey H. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Wednesday, 29th May, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Broadstairs and St. Peter's Urban 
District Water Bill [H..]. (Petition for 
additional Provision); Alton Military 
Hospital. (Petition for Bill) ; Examiner's 
Certificates of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders referred to the Standing 
Orders Committee on Monday next. 


Wisbech Water Bill [H.1.]. 
with Amendments. 


Reported, 


Ashton-under-Lyne, Stalybridge, and 
Dukinfield (District) Waterworks Bill 
(H.L.]. Read 3°, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


Maidstone Gas Bill. Read 34, with 
the Amendments, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 
3irmingham Corporation Bill [H.L.]; 
Newquay and District Water Bill [H.1.}. 
Commons’ Amendments considered and 
agreed to. 


Aberdeen Corporation Bill  [#.1.] 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1898. 


Rules in lieu of Rules 6 (3) and 7 (2), 


{29 May 1907} 
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TRANSVAAL REGISTRATION BILL. 
Lorp AMPTHILL rose to call atten- 


Registration Bill. 


‘tion to the action of His Majesty’s 


of the Elementary School Teachers Super- 


annuation Rules, 1899. 


NATIONAL DEBT ANNUITIES. 
Account of the gross amount of all 
bank annuities and any annuities for 
terms of years, transferred, and of all 
sums of money paid to the Commissioners 
for the Reduction of the National Debt, 
and the gross amount of annuities for 
lives and for terms of years which have 
been granted for the same, and contracts 
for payments on death which have been 
made within the year ended 5th January, 
1907. . , 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


VOL. CLXXIV. [FourrH Series. ] 


Government in regard to the Transvaal 
Registration Bill, and to move for Papers. 
The noble Lord said: My Lords, my 
object is to obtain the presentation to 
Parliament of Papers in continuation of 
Command Paper No. 3308 entitled 
“Correspondence relating to legislation 
affecting Asiatics in the Transvaal.” I 
have no doubt that such Papers will, in 
due course, and as a matter of course, be 
laid before Parliament ; but I think there 
is some occasion for rather more expedition 
than is usual in the publication of official 
Papers, and at any rate for some state- 
ment in anticipation of that publication 
on the part of the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies. 


The Blue-book to which I have just 
referred led up to an important despatch 
dated 29th November, in which the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies gave 
his reasons for declining to proceed 
further with what is known loosely as 
the Transvaal Ordinance. The reasons 
given for this refusal were that the noble 
Earl found it impossible to regard the 
proposals embodied in the draft Ordinance 
as affording an adequate measure of relief 
from the disabilities to which British 
Indians were subject in the Transvaal. 
It was clear to him, said the noble Earl, 
that they fell far short of the reforms 
which Her late Majesty’s Government 
repeatedly pressed on the Government of 
the late South African Republic, and 
that they did not contain more than an 
instalment of the measures of relief which 
had been advocated by his predecessor. 


The declaration made in this despatch, 
which, if I may say so, was couched in 


| weighty and conciliatory, but, at the 


same time, firm, language, gave rise to a 
confident hope that the noble Earl would 


| persist in his determination to obtain 


| justice for our Indian fellow-subjects and 


that he would not relax his endeavours 
to succeed where his predecessors had 
failed. Meanwhile self-government was 
granted to the Transvaal Colony in cireum- 
stances with which your Lordships are 
familiar, and on 20th and 21st March the 
new Transvaal Legislature passed a Bill 
practically identical in substance with 
the rejected Ordinance. Naturally there 
was much speculation as to the action 


3 L 
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which would be taken by the noble Earl 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
and by His Majesty’s Government. The 
next thing we heard was the statement 
made in another place, on behalf of the 
noble Earl, to the effect that the Govern- 
ment had decided not to advise His 
Majesty to disallow the Act, having 
regard to the fact that it was supported 
by the unanimous authority of a Parlia- 
ment newly elected in a self-governing 
Colony. I venture to think, my Lords, 
that this reason—the only reason—for a 
complete reversal of what had hitherto 
been the policy of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment under both Parties, was entirely 
inadequate. If it were adequate, what 
had become of the objections which had 
been made by the noble Earl and by his 
predecessors on the score of equity and 
of justice ? 


If it is the case that the unanimous 
authority of the Transvaal Parliament 


cannot be questioned, what was the 
object, I should like to ask, of the 
provision in the Constitution which 


reserved for the decision of His Majesty’s 
Government any law whereby persons 
not of European birth or descent may be 
subjected or made liable to any dis- 
abilities or restrictions to which persons 
of European birth or descent are not also 
subjected or made liable? Would this 


reservation also be nugatory in the 
circumstance, the not absolutely im- 


possible circumstance, of the Transvaal 
Legislature deciding by a unanimous 
vote that they would maintain the in- 
stitution of Chinese indentured labour ? 


It is necessary to refer to the circum- 
stances in which what is called the 
unanimous authority of the Transvaal 
Parliament was given. The Bill was 
rushed through all its stages in both 
Houses of the Legislature withina period 
of twenty-four hours. I need not point out 
how little discussion there could have been 
in those circumstances, or how much con- 
sideration could have been given to the 
objections which had been repeatedly 
and clearly stated on behalf of His 
Majesty’s Government. I will content 
myself by quoting the words of Mr. 
Lionel Curtis, was the Colonial 
Secretary to the Colony under the pre- 
vious régime and who was himself actually 
the author of the Ordinance which had 


Lord Ampthill. 


who 
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been superseded by this Registration 
Bill. Mr. Curtis, in the debate, said— 

“While supporting the Government in the 
most welcome action they had taken that day 
in regard to Asiatics, he also supported the 
Amendment of Mr. Martin.” 


The Amendment of Mr. Martin was 
nothing more than a modest suggestion 
that the Committee stage should be post- 
poned until the next day, so that the 
members of the Council might acquaint 


themselves with the Bill. Mr. Curtis 
went on to say— 
“Tf the measure before the House was 


rushed on the first day of the sitting, and 
especially without discussion in that Council, 
they would be putting a most powerful weapon 
in the hands of the antagonists in England of 
His Majesty’s Government there. This 
matter was thrown out before, not on princi- 
ple but on details, and how many members 
could say that they had familiarised them- 
selves with the Bill? It was as important a 
measure as any which that or any othe 
Parliament could deal with.” 


The warning by Mr. Curtis was disre- 
garded, and the Bill was rushed through 
without discussion and without considera- 
tion. 


I would ask what possible reason for 
this urgency can there have been? We 
have heard nothing to show that there 
was any sudden emergency or any 
danger of disturbance. Indeed, what 
danger of disturbance could there have 
been from the peaceful, law-abiding, 
gentle Indian folk who ply their various 
vocations in the Transvaal? The situa- 
tion was this. On the one hand there 
were over 250,000 white men with 
full political power in their hands and 
with an open door through which an 
unlimited accession of their numbers 
could take place; on the other hand, 
there were approximately 14,000 British 
Indians with no power or privileges 
whatever, and—though it has not been 
proved—an alleged monthly increase of 
100. It would be foreign to my purpose 
to comment on the general aspects of 
this trial of strength between the 
Parliament of the new Colony and His 
Majesty's Government ; but surely the 
circumstances left it open to His 
Majesty’s Government, without any fear 
of being considered unreasonable or of 
meeting with any formidable challenge 
on the part of the Colonists, to use the 
power which they had expressly reserved, 
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in order, at least, to impose some condi- 
tion on their assent to the proposed 
legislation. But, so far as we know, 
assent to the Bill was given uncondition- 
ally and without any qualifications what- 
ever. At least, it ought to have been 
made a condition-of the assent to the 
Bill that the regulations under the Bill, 
in which most of the harshness and 
injustice is found, should be so revised 
as to make them less degrading and 
humiliating. 

I dare say the noble Earl will tell me 
that General Botha, the Premier of the 
Transvaal, has given assurances that this 
will be done as far as possible ; but, my 
Lords, the personal assurance of the 
Premier of the Colony, however much 
value we may set on it—and I am sure 
there is nobody who would question the 
value of an assurance on the part of 
General Botha—cannot be the same 
thing as a condition offered by His 
Majesty’s Government and accepted by 
the Government of the Colony. There 
are two sides to this question, of course, 
as there are to every question of import- 
ance. Ido not ignore the Colonial side 
of the question, but I do maintain that 
our side is equally important, and that, 
therefore, this was a matter for com- 
promise and not for surrender. What 
reality or what value can there be in 
our Imperial hegemony if we have 
to give up rights which we are 
bound to safeguard on behalf of the 
Empire as a whole in the face of threats 
from a section of the community in any 
part of the Empire ? 


We all admit in the fullest manner the 
right of the self-governing Colonies to 
manage their domestic concerns in their 
own way; but we cannot admit, nor can 
the Colonies claim, nor do they claim, that 
this right includes the liberty to injure 
any other part of the Empire. But this 
legislation does injure us. It vitally 
touches our honour, it renders of no 
account the pledges, actual and implied, 
which our statesmen have given to the 
peoples of India ever since we have ruled 
over that great Dominion of the Crown. 
To show your Lordships how we are 
heing discredited in this matter I would 
like to quote what took place, if the news- 
paper reports are to be believed, at a 
recent meeting of the German Colonial 
Society. A resolution was passed at 
that meeting threatening British Indians 
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in the German Colonies with differential 
legislation, and a Deputy of the Reichstag 
is said to have remarked that the Boers 
had passed sharp laws against the Indians 
and the British had taken them over, 
and that, therefore, there was no reason 
to fear complications with Great Britain. 
That shows what other countries are 
beginning to think of us, and I need 
not enlarge again on the opinion that will 
be formed in India of the failure of His 
Majesty’s Government to redeem their 
pledges. 


Registration Bill. 


I have said that there are two sides 
to this question. The attitude of the 
colonists in the matter is perfectly in- 
telligible, and I am certainly not going 
to deny that from their point of view 
it is reasonable. They claim that the 
country that they have won with toil 
and strife should remain their country 
—a white man’s country. We must 
admit their right to establish that 
condition of affairs; we must also 
admit that it is necessary, for the 
purpose, to restrict Asiatic immigra- 
tion, and that the restrictions must be 
effective ; but we cannot admit that 
those measures must be harsh, vindictive, 
and unjust. Take, for instance, registra- 
tion, which is the instrument by which 
this immigration is restricted. Why 
should it be necessary to insist on a 
system of finger-print identification, a 
system which is associated in the minds 
of every Indian solely with the identifica- 
tion of criminals? There are only a 
proportion of the Indians in the Trans- 
vaal who cannot write. Why should it 
not be permissible for those who can 
write to give their signatures as other 
people do? Or, if a further condition 
were necessary, why should it not be 
permissible for them to furnish at their 
own expense photographs as a means 
of identification? Then the system of 
identification by finger-print would merely 
be confined to those who are illiterate 
and are unable to comply with the other 
and more reasonable conditions. 


There are other harsh regulations on 
which I do not intend to dwell, as on the 
present occasion I am dealing merely 
with general considerations. But while 
we are obliged, as reasonable men, to 
concede that the present condition of 
South Africa necessitates restrictions to 
which we must object on principle, we 
can, at the same time, consistently retain 
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our ideal, and claim that nothing should 
be done now which would prevent the 
ultimate realisation of that ideal—that 
all who are subjects of His Majesty the 
King should be able to claim under the 
British flag in any part of the Empire, 
whatever their race, their colour, or their 
creed, rights and privileges which they 
could not claim elsewhere. The citizen- 
ship of the British Empire should carry 
with it something of the prestige which 
Was associated with the proud boast 
Civis Romanus sum under the ancient 
Empire of Rome. We ought to be able 
to regard the present restrictions of 
British citizenship in the Transvaal as a 
temporary and transient condition of 
affairs, incidental, inevitably incidental 
perhaps, to a new country, but which will 
pass off when the country has been settled 
and fully developed by those who have the 
first right, as we admit, to own its 
resources. But that is not the case at 
present in view of the recent action of 
His Majesty’s Government. 


There is one more point to which I 
should like to call attention. His 
Majesty’s Government have promised to 
guarantee a loan of £5,000,000 to the 
Government of the Transvaal Colony, and 
it is remarked that a principal condition 
of that loan is a settlement of the Chinese 
labour question satisfactory to His 
Majesty’s Government. I would ask, Is 
it also a condition of that £5,000,000 
liability which the taxpayer of this 
sountry is to undertake in order to save 
the honour of a political Party that 
the British Indian question should be 
settled in a manner satisfactory to the 
nation? I trust that the noble Earl will 
be able to promise the early publication 
of further correspondence, and that he 
will meanwhile inform the House of the 
precise conditions, if any, on which he 
gave assent to the Transvaal Asiatic Law 
Amendment Bill. I beg to move. 


Moved, “That an humble address be 
presented to His Majesty for further 
Papers in regard to the Transvaal Regis- 
tration Bill.”—(Lord Ampthill.) 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (The Earl of Exar) : 
My Lords, the noble Lord in reverting to 
the subject to which he drew your Lord- 
ships’ attention some little time ago has, 
I think, still maintained, to a certain 


Lord Ampthill. 


{LORDS} 


Registration Bill. 1592 
degree, the proposition which I then 
thought scarcely justifiable, namely, that 
it was necessary to vindicate the right of 
admission for all subjects of His Majesty, 
including His Majesty’s subjects in India, 
into any part of the British Dominions, 
I do not think myself that that can be 
accepted without limitations. 

Lorp AMPTHILL: I said as an ideal, 

*THE EARL oF ELGIN: I quite agree 
as an ideal. I only wish to put the point 
that there must be limitations to that 
ideal, and I was going on to observe that 
in another part of his observations to-night 
the noble Lord did accept that position, 
because, in speaking of the right of self- 
governing Colonies to legislate, he ad- 
mitted that circumstances might occur in 
which it was necessary for the self- 
governing Colonies to exercise the right 
of imposing limitations upon other sub- 
jects of the Crown or upon aliens entering 
their possessions. That being so, what 
we really have to deal with in this ques- 
tion is not the admission of Asiatics, but 
their fair treatment when they are in the 
country. With regard to that, I think I 
said last time that I had always main- 
tained in India, and that I maintained 
here, that we had a right to claim from 
the Colonies that they should give fair 
treatment to those subjects of the Crown 
of Asiatic birth whom they admit to 
dwell within their territory. 


Then the question is, how is that fair 
treatment to be secured? Granting, as 
the noble Earl does, the right of legisla- 
tion to the self-governing Colonies, it can 
only proceed by the legislation which the 
self-governing Colonies adopt. The Ordin- 
ance which was before Parliament on the 
former occasion, and which His Majesty’s 
Government advised that they could not 
accede to, was an Ordinance adopted by 
the Crown Colony Government which ex- 
isted at that time in the Transvaal, and 
adopted at a very late stage in the 
existence of that Government. It was 
known to us that within a very few 
months that Government was to be 
changed and a self-governing Administra 
tion set up, and as there were certain 
modifications which, under our responsi- 
bilities in Crown Colonies, we would have 
desired to have insisted upon -had the 
Crown Colony continued, we thought it 
necessary not to sanction that Ordinance 
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at the time, because it was obvious that 
there would not be an opportunity for the 
then existing Government to consider and 
introduce the modifications which we 
required. 

That was the position, therefore, when 
the Government changed. But the Gov- 
ernment now is the ordinary Govern- 
ment of a self-governing Colony. That 
(iovernment immediately on meeting 
passed, I quite admit with very great 
haste, a Bill which substantially was on 
the lines of the Ordinance which had 
been submitted to us. I regret very 
much that they thought it necessary to 
take that step; but I do not think it is 
correct to say that the only reason given 
for the precipitancy was the unanimous 
consent of all sections of the white popu- 
lation, though I am bound to say that 
the unanimous consent of all the repre- 
sentatives of the white population in the 
Colony is a very material fact. But 
there was another reason for prompt 
action, and that was that there was an 
illicit and unathorised influx of Asiatics 
into the Transvaal going on, which it 
was desired to check. 

Now, returning to the distinction which 
I drew at the beginning between the 
admission of Asiatics and their. fair 
treatment in the Colony after admission, 
I think I have also a right to claim the 
assent of the noble Lord when I say that 
it Was not unreasonable that the new 
Government should wish promptly to 
obtain powers adequately to check an 
illicit and unauthorised influx of Asiatics. 
The noble Lord seemed to think—and of 
course unless one considers the circum- 
stances it was natural to think—that the 
fact that the Parliament had just met 
was a sufficient reason for taking longer 
time for consideration; but I would 
remind the House that the Parliament 
had to adjourn, and was adjourned, im- 
mediately, in order that the Prime 
Minister might attend the Colonial 
Conference in this country. Therefore, 
if the powers which were desired 
were to be obtained for use during 
these months until Parliament reas- 
sembled, the Bill had to be passed 
in the way in which it was passed. 

The position which His Majesty's 
Government took on this subject was 
that we were sorry that it was necessary 
to act in a manner which might be called 
hasty, but we did recognise the force of 
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the reasons given and to which I have 
already referred. But in doing so we 
stated most distinctly in the despatch, . 
which I shall have no objection to lay on 
the Table, that we adhered to the 
opinions expressed by successive Secre- 
taries of State as to the desirability of 
relaxing the restrictions to which Asiatics 
are at present subject, and that we 
commended this view to the Transvaal 
Government in the hope that it might 
be considered how far practical effect 
might be given to it. We did not say 
that without some reason to suppose that 
that observation would be taken into 
consideration, because this took place 
during the time that the Prime Minister 
of the Transvaal was in this country ; 
and, carrying out a promise which | 
made to the House on the last occasion, 
I did take every opportunity I could 
during the sittings of the Conference to 
confer with the representatives from the 
Colonies in regard to this matter. 


Registration Bill. 


I should like to point out to the noble 
Lord, with regard to the fair treatment 
of Asiatics, that the greater part of the 
Bill simply enacts that registration 
should take place. Registration must take 
place. It is prescribed in the legislation 
which now exists, but it is not effective. 
If there is to be restriction at all of an 
illicit and unauthorised influx, a proper 
registration must take place. The regu- 
lations to which the noble Lord quite 
justly takes exception in some cases are 
not laid down in the Bill itself, but under 
powers in the 18th Section of the Bill. 
Powers are there given to the Governor 
in Council from time to time to alter and 
repeal regulations for certain purposes. 
Among these are the regulations to which 
the noble Lord called attention with 
regard to finger-prints. I am aware that 
there is a connection in people’s minds 
between finger-prints and criminals, be- 
cause I think it was during my time in 
India that the system.of using finger- 
prints for identification of prisoners was 
very much developed there. But I do 
not see that making a mark with the 
thumb instead of with the pen should 
necessarily have any criminal connection. 


There isthis further circumstance which 
I may perhaps mention. I had the honour 
of receiving a deputation at the time 
when the former Ordinance was under 
consideration, and one of the Native 
gentlemen who came from the Transvaal 
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as a member of that deputation produced | 


a pass which he himself had, and I found | 
in the corner of it a finger-print. I asked | 
him to explain this. An attack was | 
being made on the new Ordinance with 
regard to the adoption of finger-prints, yet | 
here was a pass under the old Ordinance 
on which a finger-print was observable. 
He replied that that was true, but that 
it was given voluntarily. That was the 
distinction which he made. I believe 
there has been a further distinction 
drawn, that under the regulations as 
they were proposed not only the thumb 
but the fingers of the hand were to be | 
imprinted. I only mention this to show 
that, if you argue the thing out, you | 
come to a variety of distinctions, and this 
seems to me to diminish the seriousness 
of the objections to the regulations. 
However that may be, I do not wish to 
argue in favour of finger-prints except as 
being admittedly the easiest and most 
effective way of registering the identity 
of persons of deficient education. But, 
as I say, I had conferences with the 
representatives of the Colonies, and they 
made no objection whatever to under- | 
taking to consider fairly and frankly this 
particular regulation when they went | 
back, and also whether or not photo- 
graphy or some other method could be 
adopted. | 


[ have only to say, with regard to the | 
Bill, that His Majesty’s Government, 
while there were things that they 
would have liked to have seen altered 
in the regulations before the Bill 
had been passed, while they would have | 
preferred to have seen the Bill longer | 
debated and passed with the deliberation 
which characterises the proceedings of 
this House, did not think they would 
be justified in refusing sanction to | 
this Act, coming as it did with the 
unanimous assent of the Transvaal 
representatives. 


As I have mentioned the Colonial Con- | 
ference, I would like to take this oppor- | 
tunity of adding that I did confer, not | 
only with the Prime Minister of the | 
Transvaal, but also with the Prime | 
Ministers and representatives of other | 
Colonies on the whole of this subject. 
In some cases, as in the case of the 
Transvaal, those were personal confer- 
ences ; but in one case, that of Australia 
and the position of Asiatics in that part 
of the world, the question did come before | 


The Earl of Elgin. 
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the Conference as a whole, at a meeting 
at which the representative of India was 
present and upon a point upon which 
India was particularly interested, the 
employment of lascars upon  ocean- 
going steamers. In that case the view 
taken by His Majesty’s Government was 


| that they could not admit for a moment 


that the employment of lascars in these 
great lines of ocean-going steamers could 
legitimably be prevented, or that they 
could concur at any rate in its being 
prevented, by Colonial legislation. Ot 
course, the Colonial Legislatures have a 
right to say what ought to be done in 
their own waters and with regard to 
their own coasting trade, but for 
the main trade between Australia and 
other parts of His Majesty’s Dominions 
we maintained stoutly that the employ- 
ment of lascars must continue to be per- 
missible. I do not know that I have 
more to say in regard to this Bill, except 
to repeat that I am quite willing to give 
the despatches in connection with it. I 
think they are only two, but I will take 
the earliest opportunity of issuing the 
Papers in which they will be included. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I have never concealed from 
myself that the noble Earl has had a 
very difiicult problem to deal with in 
connection with this matter. It is a 


| problem which must be specially em- 


barrassing to him, because he must evi- 
dently be drawn both ways, sometimes by 
his recollection of the country over which 
he presided as Viceroy with so much dis- 
tinction, and sometimes by the claims of 
the Colonies, for whose interests he is 
now responsible. There can be no doubt 
that, as he has put it to your Lordships, 
the dominant fact we have to deal with 
is that the Transvaal has been given full 
responsible self-government, and that it 
would be a negation of that Government 
to deprive the people of the colony of 
the full right of, as it has been described, 
deciding the materials of which the future 
nation shall be built up. 


We know that it is the desire of this 
particular Colony that it shall be a white 
man’s country, and we can understand 
their natural wish to prevent anything 
like an inroad of an alien population. 
The people of the Transvaal have before 
them the experience of the Colony of Natal, 
where the introduction of Asiatics has 
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been freely permitted, and in which, 
unless I am misinformed, there are some- 
thing like thirteen non-Europeans to every 
ten Europeansin the country. Of course, 
in an inland colony like the Transvaal 
the difficulty is greater, because it is not 
easy to prevent the gradual infiltration 
of Asiatics across a land frontier of con- 
siderable extent. I noticed that the 
noble Earl spoke more than once of what 
he called an illicit and unauthorised 
influx of Asiatics, and I take it that he 
meant by that a surreptitious introduc- 
tion of Asiatics in opposition to the law 
or regulation now in force. 


*TuHe EARL OF ELGIN : That was the 
reason which was given for the former 
Ordinance by the Transvaal Government, 
and it is repeated now. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
Under the present law this influx is 
illegal 2 


*THE EARL OF ELGIN : Itis said to be 
illegal, but there is no proper registration 
to go upon, and the matter is difficult to 
check. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
Of course, if there is a doubt as to the 
illegality-— — 


*THe Earu or ELGIN: I did not 
mean that there was the slightest doubt 
on that point. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
In the circumstances it is ditticult to see 
what else the Colonial Government can 
do, if the introduction of these people is 
really illegal, except to take such 
measures as are within their reach to 
prevent the introduction from proceeding, 
and at the same time to treat with proper 
consideration and in an equitable spirit 
those Asiatics who have already acquired 
a domicile in the colony, and for whom 
we are bound, as the noble Earl admits, 
to secure fair treatment. The question 
is, does this new law really secure what 
the noble Earl means by fair treatment ? 
I own that I have a little difficulty in 
persuading myself that it does, because 
we have on record the statement of the 
noble Earl that the Ordinance which His 
Majesty’s Government in the first instance 
disallowed contained proposals which 
could not be regarded as affording an 
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adequate measure of relief from the 
disabilities to which British Indians 
were subject in the Transvaal, and 
therefore fell far short of the reforms 
repeatedly pressed upon the Government 
of the late South African Republic. Now 
the nobie Earl tells us that the Act 
which has been passed differs very little 
from the Ordinance which he denounced 
in such clear and emphatic language ; 
therefore we certainly cannot congratulate 
the noble Earl upon having succeeded 
in obtaining for British Indians 
what he has himself described 
as fair treatment. With regard to the 
system of registration and the use of 
digital marks, the noble Earl has men- 
tioned his conversation with a gentleman 
who of his free will allowed his thumb 
mark to be put upon a document which 
he carried in his pocket. 


*THE EARL OF ELGIN: There was a 
space for it. 


*THE MarQuess oF LANSDOWNE: 
That is not the same thing as inflicting 
upon the whole of these people a system 
of registration by the marks of the ten 
digits, which these Indians unquestion- 
ably connect in their minds with the 
system of police supervision of the 
criminal classes. What hope does the 
noble Earl hold out to us that this state 
of things will be in any way improved ? 
My noble friend behind me suggested, 
and I think very fairly, that the occasion 
was one when the noble Earl, so to speak, 
held a good many trumps in his hand, 
and when he might have given his 
approval to the proposed legislation con- 
ditionally upon some of these matters 
being put straight. The noble Earl 
has told your Lordships that he 
could not do this, because the matter was 
urgent owing to the Asiatics continuing 
to pour into the Transvaal. I do 
not think that is a very conclusive 
reason. Even supposing that a few hun- 
dred more of these people had succeeded 
in crossing the frontier, that is surely a 
lesser evil than even in appearance to 
throw over the interests of these Indians, 
who themselves look to you for protection, 
and whose fellow countrymen in India are 
watching what is taking place. The hurry 
in passing the legislation seemed to 
me, I must say, indecent. The noble 
Earl, with a smile on his countenance 
which he could not conceal, spoke of the 
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Bill having passed through the Colonial 
Parliament with more precipitation than 
is usual in your Lordships’ House, but I 
think he must look to that exceptional 
activity which this House sometimes dis- 
plays in the dog days if he wants to find 
anything like an expedition correspond- 
ing to that displayed by the Transvaal 
Legislature on this particular occasion. 

The only gleam of hope which the 
noble Earl held out was this. He told us 
the other day that, although in his opinion 
the matter was not one which he could 
ask the Conference to deal with, there 
might be informal conferences on the 
subject, and he tells us this evening that 
His Majesty’s Government have signified 
a hope that there may be some im- 
provement in the treatment of the 
Indians already domiciled. We all 
remain under the favourable impression 
left here by the distinguished states- 
man of the Transvaal who has lately 
honoured this country by his presence ; 
and I feel sure that if he has given the 
noble Earl any encouragement to expect 
that these matters will be reconsidered, 
such encouragement has not been given 
in vain. ButI frankly own that, looking 
at the matter as it stands at this moment, 
the position in which these British 
Indians have been left does not appear to 
me to be satisfactory or very creditable 
to the manner in which their interests 
have been watched over by the Govern- 
ment of this country. 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and 
ordered accordingly. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION TO 
SOLDIERS, 

Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
rise to call attention to instructions issued 
by the War Office on 31st October last 
to the various military commands with 
reference to giving technical instruction 
to soldiers to fit them for civil life ; to 
ask what steps have been taken by 
commanding officers in accordance with 
such instructions, what facilities have 
been given to soldiers to obtain technical 
instruction, and how far they have 
availed themselves of such facilities ; and 
to move for Papers. 

It may be in the recollection of some 
of your Lordships that last session I 
took exception to the action of the 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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Government in not completely follow- 
ing out the recommendations of Sir 
Edward Ward’s Committee on this 


question. That Committee recommended 
that the soldier should be given 


every facility to learn a trade, and 
also that he should be required to 
learn a trade. The Government, how- 
ever, have thrown over the second 
recommendation, and have only partially 
adopted the first. In recruiting you 
have two objects in view—namely, to 
get the best men you can, and to keep 
out the bad men. Those objects are 
mutually dependent. ‘There is no greater 
obstacle to recruiting than the knowledge 
on the part of good men that they may 
possibly be required to associate with 
undesirable persons, and if undesirable 
persons are kept out you will not only 
get better recruits but in the long run 
more recruits. The best way to keep 
out undesirables is, in my opinion, to tell 
the soldier on enlistment that he will be 
compelled to learn a trade. The Govern- 
ment, however, have done nothing to 
keep idlers out of the Army, or to secure 
that when idlers get into the Army they 
shall be idlers no longer. 

In several respects the Government 
have not only refused to adopt, but have 
gone absolutely counter to, the recom- 
mendations of Sir Edward Ward’s 
Committee. In their circular letter they 
state that in all cases, whatever trade the 
soldier takes up, he shall be compelled to 
pay part of the cost himself. That is 
not in accordance with the recommenda- 
tion of Sir Edward Ward's Committee, 
hut absolutely contrary. The Committee 
recommended— 

“Tn some of the subjects a portion of the 
expense should be borne by the men, the 
instruction and materials being expensive ” 
That means, of course, that where the 
materials are not costly and the instruction 


not very expensive the soldier should be 


entitled to be taught the trade free. 
It seems to me that the Government are 
doing their best to make a dead letter of 
this important recommendation. 


The various agencies which endeavour 
to obtain employment for ex-soldiers 
point out that they are confronted not 
only by the difficulty of the soldier 
not being trained for civil life, but that 
they have to face the difficulty that in 
many cases he is shy of work and refuses 
to accept any situation where hard work 
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is involved. This state of things is 
partly due to the demoralising influence 
of the life of the infantry soldier. On 
this point I would quote what was said 
by a gallant officer who spoke with con- 
siderable authority on that matter. I 
refer to General Sir Frederick Fitz- 
wygram, who frequently called attention 
in the House of Commons to the absolute 
necessity of giving soldiers instruction 
which would fit them for civil life ; but I 
am afraid that his efforts in that respect 
met with as little success as have my 
own, On 10th June, 1892, General 
Fitzwygram pointed out that there was 
no difficulty in recruiting except for the 
infantry, and that is the case at the 
present day. 
on that occasion—I am quoting from 
Hansard —General Fitzwygram said— 

“Looking at the causes, I think the failure 
of the infantry lies in the exceedingly idle life 
which the infantry soldier is compelled to lead 
during his seven years of service. Beyond an 
hour or two’s drill and a little cleaning he has 
nothing to do, and therefore it is unreasonable 
to suppose that such a man would readily take 
to the hard work which is part of civil life.” 

And again he said— 

‘“‘T look on this question of the employment 

of infantry soldiers during their period of 
service as the important element in relation to 
recruiting. When a man leaves the service 
to loaf about, he damages that service, and 
damages, too, the recruiting; but were the 
infantry soldier fairly well employed during 
his seven years of service I believe that he 
would prosper on regaining civil life.” 
Those are very strong words, and it 
appears to me that if they are to any 
extent true, they prove that our system 
of recruiting is unjust and cruel to the 
men and most detrimental to the public 
service. At present the soldier may be 
as idle as he pleases, and, naturally, when 
he leaves the Army he is an incapable, 
and his failure to get work discourages 
others from enlisting. Everything has 
heen done apparently to prevent recruit- 
ing being a success, and then people 
express astonishment and clamour for 
conscription. The sort of recruits who 
go into the Army in order to live an idle 
lite are the bad bargains of the service ; 
they are the men who desert, who 
malinger, and who keep good men out of 
the Army. It seems to me that if you 
were to tell the recruit on joining that 
he must learn a trade during his term of 
service you would attract only good men 
into the Army and men who desired to 
make the most of their opportunities. 
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I notice that the Association for the 
Employment of Discharged Soldiers, 
which is under the direct patronage of 
the War Office, pointed out in their last 
Report that— 

‘Tt was more difficult this year than ever 

to obtain employment, conetally for unskilled 
men.” 
The whole of the Report is extremely 
eloquent on the subject of the old soldier 
being given preferential employment, but 
it is absolutely silent with regard to the 
important question of the industrial train- 
ing of the soldier while in the Army. 
I think the soldier is entitled to have 
preferential employment, but, after all, 
that is but a surface remedy; it is 
merely skin plaster, and does not touch 
the root of the evil, which is that the 
soldier is not an employable person in civil 
life. Iam very much obliged to the noble 
Marquess opposite who presided at the 
meeting of the Association for the Em- 
ployment of Discharged Soldiers at which 
the Report from which [ have quoted was 
presented, for what he said on that 
occasion. I think he was the only speaker 
at the meeting who called attention to 
the necessity that the soldier should be 
given some instruction that would be of 
use to him in civil life. 

I wish to call attention very briefly to 
the Report on Recruiting, and to quote 
one sentence which seems to me of the 
utmost importance. At the end of his 
yearly Report the Director of Recruiting 
says— 

“ Several districts, in their annual Reports, 

have stated that if the recommendations of 
the Ward Committee were carried out the 
recruiting problem would be solved, and there 
is no doubt whatever that the adoption of the 
recommendations would go a considerable dis- 
tance towards the solution.” 
I would ask the noble Earl whether it 
might not be possible to publish some, at 
all events, of the district Reports on 
recruiting, so that we might know what 
the view is in the district commands with 
regard to the recommendations of the 
Ward Committee. I wish to know 
whether the circular letter issued by the 
War Office has produced any result at 
all. My information is that it has pro- 
duced none, and that it is absolutely a 
dead letter. 

The noble Earl will find it suggested 
in the War Office Circular, at the top of 
page 2, that the preliminary arrange- 
ments would best be carried out by=a 
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committee of officers interested in tech- 
nical instruction, who would not only 
suggest methods of instruction but get 
into touch with the technical institutes 
in the towns in which soldiers are 
quartered. I wish to know if anything 
has been done in that direction. It is 
said that commanding officers are as a rule 
hostile to the system of training soldiers 
for employment. The noble Earl opposite, 
Lord Donoughmore, when he was Under- 
Secretary of State for War, said, in 
speaking on this question, that the 
British officer was an old-world Tory, 
compared to whose toryism the toryism 
of noble Lords opposite was as moonlight 
is to sunlight or as water is to wine. 
His suggestion was that British officers 
were such absolutely immovable Tories 
that they would not look at any new idea 
at all. I confess I have better hopes of 
commanding officers than the noble Earl 
opposite. I hope that, even though they 
may think it is time wasted, they will 
defer to superior authority and do their 
best to carry into effect the recommenda- 
tions of Sir Edward Ward’s Committee. 
If they do they will add enormously to 
the great debt of gratitude they have 
already earned at the hands of their 
countrymen. ‘To turn the Army into an 
excellent school for civil life is, [ think, 
the most important military reform that 
has ever come before the country, and I 
do hope that the Government will stiffen 
their backs and insist that every recom- 
mendation of the Ward Committee should 
be carried into effect. I beg to move for 
Papers. 


Moved, “ That an humble address be 
presented to His Majesty for Papers 
relating to the answers received to the 
circular issued by the War Office on the 
31st October last, to the various military 
commands with reference to giving 
technical instruction to soldiers to fit 
them for civil life."—(Lord Monkswell.) 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Ports- 
MouTH) : My Lords, my noble friend has 
covered a large amount of ground, and I 
hope he will not consider that I am in 
any way wanting in sympathy with many 
of the views he has expressed if I feel 
bound to confine myself, more or less, to 
the actual points contained in the Ques- 
tion on the Paper. I think that perhaps 
the most straightforward and best course 


Lord Monkswell. 
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I could adopt would be to state as briefly 
as I can exactly what has taken place 
since the noble Lord brought the question 
forward in November of last year, and | 
laid on the Table a circular letter dated 
31st October, which was issued by the 
War Office to the various commands at 
home and abroad. 

We have received at the War Office a 
great number of replies in response to 
that circular. I do not propose to lay 
upon the Table the whole of the official 
literature which has accumulated ; some 
of it is of a partly confidential character, 
and some of it is too detailed, but I have 
had a careful précis made which I propose 
to lay on the Table of the House in reply 
to my noble friend’s Motion. In that 
précis all the salient points in the replies 
will be clearly set out. From it your 
Lordships will see what steps the general 
officers commanding in each of the eight 
large commands have taken to comply 
with the instructions contained in the 
circular letter. Considerable difficulties 
have been presented, and I think I ought 
in fairness to state that the commanding 
officers lay great stress on the very 
discouraging attitude in regard to this 
matter which has been taken up by some 
of the trade unions. If I remember 
aright, my noble friend gave us to under- 
stand, in the autumn of last year, that 
the trade unions would not feel them- 
selves aggrieved in this matter, and that 
their jealousies would not be aroused. 
Your Lordships will see in the précis 
which I propose to lay that several of the 
general officers commanding state most 
clearly that in this matter we have to 
overcome, to put the matter in a very 
mild form, a considerable amount of 
opposition on the part of the trade 
unions. Lord Grenfell, writing from 
Ireland, states— 

‘All the large firms approached say that 
the trade unions make it impossible for them 
to offer facilities for training without Govern- 
ment intervention.” 

And the General Officer Commanding 
the Eastern command, Lord Methuen, 
says that— 

“The trade union system, as at present 
regulated, seems fatal to the success of soldiers 
in skilled trades.” 

The General Officer Commanding in 
Scotland writes— 

** There is little doubt that the trade unions 


would take prompt measures to prevent ex- 
soldiers from getting employment to the 
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detriment of men who have passed turongh 
the mill.” 

The question from the industrial point | 
of view is not such a simple and easy one 
as some of your Lordships might have 
supposed ; and I confess to a little disap- | 
pointment that we have not been able 
to make more progress in this matter. 


In the précis the possibilities of civil 
and military employment are enumera- 
ted. Suggestions are made as to which 


trades are best suited to local require- | 


ments, several additional trades being 


added to those mentioned in the circular. | 


All the Reports made have been con- | 
sidered by the Advisory Committee. 
Two circular letters have been issued 
dealing with the value of civil technical 
schools and with the great possibilities 
of instruction in agriculture and _tele- 
graphy. These I also propose to lay. } 
Last year we were allotted £1,000 | 
for training, the principal part of | 
which has been spent on new motor-cars, 
motor driving commending itself as an 
occupation to many of the men. Certain 
sums were provided for general capital 
expenditure in workshops. This year a 
much larger sum has been placed on the 
Estimates than last year, the amount 
having been raised to £2,500. I hope 
this is some indication that we are not 
neglecting this matter. 


The question of compelling men to 
learn a trade as a condition of joining 
the Army is a very large one, and I am 
not entitled to express an opinion on the 
subject without much more thorough 
knowledge than I now possess. It will 
be necessary to hear the opinions of 
those who are experienced 1n recruiting. 
A Committee at the War Office, of which 
I was Chairman, has been considering the 
question of the Army schools. The prin- 
cipal reason why we have to maintain 
these schools is that it is necessary to 
educate adult soldiers, a large proportion 
coming from the country with which my 
noble friend opposite (Lord Donoughmore) 
is connected, and where they do not en- 
joy such efficient elementary education as 
exists in England and Scotland.  Evi- | 
dence was given before the Committee 
that the great difficulty was that, though 
a large number of these men joined the 
adult classes, after a time they “tailed 
off” and ceased to attend. That, I am 
sorry to say, is what we were told by 


those personally acquainted with the| have advanced a step this evening. 
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| matter in regard to these classes of 
| technical instruction. 


We have already asked the general 


| officers commanding for suggestions re- 


garding the distribution, of the £2,500 


| provided in the present year’s Estimates. 


We shall keep in touch through our 
Standing Committee at headquarters with 
the local committees, and with the 
Automobile Club, or any other associations 
that may be of assistance, and in conjunc- 
tion with the general officers commanding, 
we hope to co-ordinate central and local 
efforts. It is not quite fair to imply that 
some general officers show a want of 
interest, or adopt almost an obstruc- 
tive policy as regards the question of 
technical instruction. I do not think we 
have any evidence of that. I feel that 
this is a matter in which we have to pro- 
ceed extremely tentatively. Our Army 
is a voluntary Army, and, however much 
one may wish that the soldiers would 
undertake certain additional duties, it 
is necessary to consider very carefully 
a step which they may regard as a 
restriction of their personal liberty. I 
shall be glad to lay Papers on the Table. 


THe Earn or DONOUGHMORE: 
My Lords, I cannot refrain from rising 
to the fly that was thrown by the noble 
Earl who has just sat down, being 
naturally stung by his suggestion to the 
effect that the Army schools have to be 
kept up because the recruits trom Ireland 
are so illiterate. 


THE EARL oF PORTSMOUTH: I did 
not say all, but a large proportion. 


THE Eart or DONOUGHMORE: If 
I may judge by what I saw when at the 
War Office, the English and Scottish 
recruits were just as illiterate as the 
Irish recruits. The boy who had been 
four or five years away from schcol had 
generally forgotten even how to read 
and write, and Irish recruits were not 
peculiar in the matter. No doubt the 
system of education in Ireland is not all 
it ought to be, but it is better than it 
would be if a certain Bill now before the 
other House were passed into law. I 
think the noble Lord who initiated this 
discussion, and to whom we are indebted 
for the persistence with which he raises 


the question, may content himself that we 
I do 
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not propose to offer any further remarks | 


Private 


before I have had an opportunity of 
reading the document which is to be laid 
on the Table, and from which [ anticipate | 
we shall derive some interesting reading. | 
I hope my noble friend Lord Monkswell | 
will keep his eye on that document, and 
return to the charge later in the session. | 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
agree with the noble Earl that we have 
got a step further. The sum included in 
this years Estimates—£2,500—is not 
large, but it is certainly an advance on 
the amount previously provided. The 
War Office circular contemplated that 
there should be an advisory committee in 
every district, but up to the present that 
had not been done. The noble Earl said 
he was not prepared to express any 
opinion on the question of compulsion. 
I would point out that Sir Edward 
Ward’s Committee did give a_ very 
decided opinion on that subject, and if 
you do not go in for compulsion you are 
not carrying out the most important 
recommendation of the Committee. The 
experiment at Woolwich which was cited 
on a former occasion as showing that the 
men would not learn a trade, I found on 
inquiry had been carried out in such a 
way that success was impossible. The 
classes were absolutely unfitted for the 
soldier, and no trouble was taken to see 
that the soldier could attend the classes. 
The noble Earl the Under-Secretary 
brought forward another point which I 
answered in November last. It is not the 
fact that trade unions object to this teach- 
ing. I went to the fountain-head in regard 
to that matter and saw Mr. Crooks, M.P., 
who stated that what they objected to 
was giving the soldier preferential em- 
ployment. But, notwithstanding this, 
commanding officers continue to press for 
preferential treatment. There may be 
trade unions that are foolish enough to 
object, but I am certain that if the 
question was properly put to the working 
classes they would be very glad that 
their fellow-citizens who enlist in the 
Army should be taught a trade. 

On Question, Motion agreed to, and 
ordered accordingly. 

REPRESENTATION BILL 

[H.L. J. | 

The Lord Bishop of Bristol added to 
the Select Committee. 

The Earl of Donoughmore. 


MUNICIPAL 


{COMMONS} 


Bill Business. 
TURKEY AND MACEDONIA. 
On the Motion for the adjournment of 
the House, 


Lorp NEWTON said: Before the 
House adjourns I beg to ask the noble 
Lord the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he intends to 
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| lay any Papers on the Table relating to 


South-Eastern Europe. 


THE UNDERSECRETARY of 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
FITzMAURICE): My Lords, I received a 
similar inquiry from the Bishop of 
Hereford, who very kindly, at my request, 
put off the Motion, which he was about 
to hand in, to call attention to the condi- 
tion of Macedonia. My noble friend 
Lord Newton has asked me practically 
the same Question. I am now able to say 
that I hope, not later than the end of 
next week, to lay three Blue-books before 
your Lordships dealing with (i.) the 
general situation in Macedonia during 
1906 ; (ii.) the negotiations relating to 
the increase in the Turkish Customs 
duties from 8 to 11 per cent. ; and (iii.) 
the results so far achieved by the 
Macedonian Financial Commission. 

House adjourned at Six o'clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 29th May, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 

NEW WRITS. 

New Writs, for County of Rutland, in 
the room of the right hon. George Henry 
Finch, deceased. 

County of Middlesex (Hornsey Divi- 
sion) Captain Charles Barringtcn Balfour 
(Manor of Northstead).—(sir Alexander 
Acland-Hood.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT 
PLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 


[LoRDs] 
COM- 
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Petitions for Private Bills ; That, in the | 


case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
originating in the Lords, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with, 
viz:—Alton Military Hospital Bill 
{Lords}. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


Great Central Railway Bill (King’s 
Consent signified). Bill read the third 
time, and passed. 


Armagh Urban District Council Bill. 
As amended, considered. To be read 
the third time. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. Read a second time, and 
committed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to Amend- 


ments to—Folkestone, Sandgate, and 
Hythe Tramways Bill [Lords]; Man- 


chester Ship Canal (Bridgewater Canal) 


Bill [Lords]; West Yorkshire Tramways 
Bill |Lords}, without Amendment. 





That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An act for rendering valid certain 
Letters Patent granted to Richard 
Harrison for an invention for improve- 
ments in or connected with elastic wheels 
applicable to motor and other vehicles.” 
{Harrison’s Patent Bill {| Lords. } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘An Act to 
empower the General Accident Fire and 
Life Assurance Corporation, Limited, to 
issue Insurance Coupons; and for other 
purposes.” [General Accident Fire and 
Life Assurance Corporation, Limited, Bill 
{ Lords. | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
extend the time limited by the Heywood 
and Middleton Water Board Act, 1901, 
for the construction of waterworks, to 
confer further powers upon the Heywood 
and Middleton Water Board with respect 
to their water undertaking; and for 
other purposes.” {Hevwood and Middle- 
ton Water Board Bill [ Lords. | 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers upon the Ponty- 
pridd Urban District Council in regard to 
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the appropriation and use of lands, to 
make further provision in regard to their 
gas undertaking; and for other pur- 
poses.” [Pontypridd Urban District 
Council Bill | Lords. | 
af 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
empower the North British Railway 
Company to construct a new dock, a 
railway, and other works at Methil, to 
confer further powers on the North 
British Railway Company with reference 
to their undertaking and upon that 
company, the Caledonian Railway Com- 
pany, and the Lanarkshire and Dumbar- 
tonshire Railway Company with reference 
to undertakings in which those companies 
are interested, toauthsrisethe Burntisland 
Harbour Commissioners to lease lands for 
graving dock ; and for other purposes.” 
| North British Railway Bill | Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
confer further powers on the Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Citizens of the city of 
Coventry in relation to their water under- 
taking ; to authorise the supply to them 
of water by the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Citizens of the city of Birmingham ; 
to extend the area of supply under the 
Coventry Electric Lighting Order, 1891 ; 
and for other purposes.” {Coventry 
Corporation Water bill [Lords], now 
Coventry Corporation Bill { Lords. | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to confer additional powers upon the 
Midland Railway Company and upon that 
Company and the Great Western Railway 
Company and upon the South Yorkshire 
Joint Line Committee and upon the 
Cheshire Lines Committee for the con- 
struction of works and the acquisition of 
lands ; to make provision for transferring 
the Limavady and Dungiven Railway to 
the Midland Railway Company and to 
confer powers upon that Company and 
the Great Central and Hull and Barnsley 
Railway Companies with respect to 
certain authorised railways of the Great 
Central and Hull and Barnsley Railway 
Companies; and for other purposes.” 


{Midland Railway Bill [ Lords. ] 


Harrison’s Patent Bill [Lords] ; General 


_ Accident Fire and Life Assurance Cor- 
: poration, Limited, Bill [Lords] ; Heywood 


and Middleton Water Board Bill | Lords] ; 
Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords]; North British Railway Bill 
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Lords]; Coventry Corporation Water 
ill [Lords], now Coventry Corporation 
Bill {Lords|; Midland Railway Bill 
[Lords]; read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


Returns, 


PETITIONS. 
CONGO FREE STATE. 
Petition from Muswell Hill, for protec- 
tion of the Native Races ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions for alteration ; from Forres ; 
Leith ; and, Stornaway ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTION) BILL. 
Petitions against ; from Royton ; Strat- 
ford-on-Avon ; and, Wigan ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LICENSED PREMISES (EXCLUSION OF 
CHILDREN). 
Three Petitions from Chepping Wy- 
combe, for legislation; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Hampstead ; 
London ; and, Paisley ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE'S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against ; from Cramlington ; 
Hitcham ; Norwich; Plympton; and 
Shireoaks ; to lie upon the Table. 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF 
MAINTENANCE). 
Petition from Keighley, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 


Petition from Leicester, for prohibition ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


WEEKLY REST DAY BILL. 
Petition from Tooting, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


Reports, &c. 1612 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NATIONAL DEBT ANNUITIES. 

Account presented, of the Gross 
Amount of all Bank Annuities and any 
Annuities for terms of years transferred, 
and of all sums of money paid to the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt, and the Gross Amount of 
Annuities for Lives and for terms of 
years, &c., granted within the year ended 
5th January, 1907 [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 166.] 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION RULES. 
Copy presented, of Rules in lieu of 
Rules 6 (3) and 7 (2) of the Elementary 
Schools Teachers’ Superannuation Rules, 
1899 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1907. 
Copy presented, of Minutes of Pro- 
ceedings of the Colonial Conference, 1907 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1907. 
Copy presented, of Papers laid before 
the Colonial Conference, 1907 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS. 

Order [15th May] for presenting an 
Address for a Return relative thereto, 
read, and discharged ; and instead there- 
of :—East India (Plague),—Address for 
“Return of the Memorandum of the 
Royal College of Physicians, in July, 
1905, on Plague.” —(Dr. Rutherford.) 


ENGLISH GOVERNMENT DEPART- 
MENTS (POWERS IN IRELAND). 
Return ordered, “ giving the names of 
Government Departments or Authorities 
in England which now exercise powers in 
or in relation to Ireland, either directly 
or indirectly.” —(¢ ‘aptain ( ‘raig.) 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND 
(TECHNICAL EDUCATION). 

Return ordered, “showing the extent 
to which, and the manner in which, local 
authorities in Scotland have allocated 
and applied funds to the purposes of 
Technical Education during the year 
ending the 15th day of May, 1907, under 
the following Acts: The Local Taxation 
(Customs and Excise) Act, 1890; The 
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Education and Local Taxation Account | 
(Scotland) Act, 1892; The Technical | 
Schools (Scotland) Act, 1887; The | 
Technical Instruction Amendment (Scot- | 
land) Act, 1892; and Public Libraries 
Acts.” —(V/r. Sinclair.) | 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS | 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | 


Maintenance of Roads altered in 
Connection with Railways. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if it is within the 
province of the Local Government Board, 
or of any auditor or inspector of that 
Board, to ascertain whether local road 
authorities receive the full amounts due 
to them from railway companies for the 
maintenance of all the portions of roads 
altered in connection with the railways ; 
have those amounts been revised or their 
accuracy tested since the introduction of 
local government; and will the Board 
assist any local road authority so desiring 
to test and revise these amounts. 


(Answered hy Mr. Birrell.) There is no 
constant rule as to the liability of railway 
companies for the maintenance of portions 
of roads atfected by the construction of 
railways, such liabilities, where they 
exist, being generally prescribed in the 
private Acts of the companies concerned. 
The auditors of the Local Government 
Board are, consequently, to a large ex- 
tent dependent on the information 
supplied to them by the local authorities 
and their officers, on whom devolves the 
responsibility of obtaining from the 
companies their proper contributions. 
It is, however, the practice of the auditors 
to secure, so far as the facts within their 
knowledge enable them to do so, that all 
moneys receivable by the local authorities 
are duly recovered and brought into 
account. The auditors have drawn 
attention to such cases on various occa- 
sions both before and since the passing of 
the Local Government Act. 


Post Office Estimates—Depreciation of 
Buildings, etc. 
Mr. WALROND (Devonshire, Tiver- | 
ton): To ask the Postmaster-General | 
whether any allowance is made in the | 


{29 May 1907} 


1614 


annual Post Office Estimates for deprecia- 
tion in the value of the buildings and 
properties belonging to the Post Office, 
and interest on and redemption of loans 
spent on capital account ; and if he can 
state what these would amount to at the 
usual rates. 


Questions, 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) No 
allowance is made in the annual Post 
Office Estimates for depreciation in the 
value of Post Oftice buildings and pro 
perties. The expense both of erection 
and maintenance is borne on the Vote 
for Revenue Buildings, ete., Class 1, 
Votes 8 and 14. At the present time 
the only expenditure of the Post Office 
out of loan capital is that for the tele- 
phone system, which is repaid under 
Sub-head R 7 of the Post Office Vote. 
The sum voted under that sub-head 
includes interest on as well as repayment 
of capital, as shown in House of Com- 
mons Paper No. 369, of last session. 


Close Time for Salmon in the Blackwater. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has seen a copy of 
a resolution passed at a meeting of 
riparian owners and anglers held at Kan- 
turk on 25th March last, in which atten- 
tion was called to the decline in the 
quantity of salmon in the upper reaches 
of the Blackwater, and suggesting that 
the weekly close time should be ex- 
tended to cover from 6 o'clock a.m. 
on Friday to 6 o’clock a.m. on Monday, 
and the annual close season from Ist 
October to lst March; and whether, 
in view of the decline of this industry, 
the Department of Agriculture will order 
their fishery inspectors to hold an inquiry 
at an early date. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The atten- 
tion of the Department of Agriculture 
has not been directed to the resolution 
reterred to. The only complaint relating 
to a shortage of fish in the river Black- 
water has come from an English gentle- 


' man who rented a fishing at Kanturk 


and found it unsatisfactory; and the 
Department do not think that this would 
justify the holding of a public inquiry. 
The changes of weekly and annual close 
times suggested cannot be dealt with 
without legislation. 








Questions. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of 
ohn O’Regan. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.}: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland | 
whether the case of John O’Regan, an 
evicted tenant, Carrignavar, Cork County, 
has been brought under the notice of the 
Estates Commissioners ; if any inquiry 
has been made into the circumstances ; 
and, if so, with what result. 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates | 
Commissioners have inquired into the 
application for reinstatement lodged by 
John O’Regan, and will consider his case 
in connection with a scheme for the dis- 
tribution of untenanted land on an| 
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estate for which negotiations for purchase 
by the Commissioners are pending. 


Questions. 


Infant Mortality. 

Mr. RIDSDALE (Brighton): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board if he can give the figures of infant 
mortality for each year since 1900 in the 
boroughs of Battersea, Lambeth, Wool. 
wich, Bradford, Burnley, Ashton-under- 
Lyne, and Dukinfield, and since 1897 for 
the boroughs of Liverpool and St. 
Helens. 


Burns.) The 
particulars 


(Answered by Mr. John 
following table gives the 
desired :— 





Name of Borough. 





Battersea 


Lambeth 


Woolwich - - - 





Deaths of Infants. 


Year. 


Number. —— 
1900 826 , 157 
1901 828 164 
1902 654 135 
1903 688 138 
1904 706 146 
1905 550 114 
1906 588 126 
1900 1,350 147 
1901 1,294 142 
1902 1,215 134 
1903 1,194 132 
1904 1,328 147 
1905 1,127 128 
1906 1,086 131 
1900 469 142 
1901 455 128 
1902 462 124 




















616 1617 (Questions. {29 May 1907} (Questions. 1618 
lase 
‘ | | Deaths of Infants. 
ie : 
Name of Borough. | Year. | 
} r Per thousand 
Number. births 
ask , 
lent \ : , 
‘ant 
the i , . 
ool Woolwich—continued, 
: ; 
ler- | 1903 390 106 
for | 
Se 1904 166 132 
| 1905 364 103 


lhe 1906 388 109 


lars | | 
Bradford - 1900 945 | 141 
1901 1,085 168 
nd 1902 911 139 
| 1903 974 | 148 
| 1904 1,048 167 
| 1905 873 144 
| 1906 904 152 
} 
Burnley . | 1900 611 209 
| 190] 609 227 
| 1902 511 176 
1903 586 216 
1904 §25 233 
1905 $65 174 
1906 612 215 
Ashton-under-Lyne - - 1900 225 182 
1901 201 182 
1902 179 146 
1903 238 205 
| 1904 207 172 


1905. 12 | 179 


1906 183 | 153 
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1619 (Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 
| Deaths of Infants. 
eee a << _ 
Name of Borough. | Year. ps iia 
a births. 
| | 
| | 
Dukinfield | 1900 | 138 238 
1901 | 135 275 
| | 
| 1902 100 182 
1903 103 188 
1904 96 198 
1905 9] 196 
1906 9] 176 
Liverpool 1897 4,488 201 
1898 1111 184 
1899 1481 199 
1900 4,247 186 
1901 1,138 18% 
1902 3,936 162 
1903 3,815 159 
1904 4,780 19 
1905 3.762 154 
1906 4,145 172 
St. Helens 1897 78 18] 
1898 566 172 
1899 492 157 
1900 584 188 
1901 550 175 
1902 541 167 
| 1903 175 138 
| 1904 578 174 
1905 | 430 132 
1906 | {89 158 
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Visit of Lords of the Admiralty to Ports- 
mouth Dockyard. 

Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth) : To | 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is in a position to state when 
their Lordships will visit Portsmouth 
Dockyard to hear the petitions of the 
workmen. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Lobertson.) 
The visit will take place some time this 
summer, but the public 
business makes it impossible to fix a date 
long in advance. 


pressure of 


Pay of Civil Service Pensions to 
Residents Abroad. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, | 


W.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he can state what are the 
Treasury regulations respecting payment 
of ‘pension to a superannuated Civil 
leaves this country for 


Servant who 


residence abroad. 

(Answered by Mr. Deunciman.) Persons 
in receipt of pensions from the Vote for 
Superannuation, etc., who emigrate to 
the Colonies are paid in the following 
ways :—1. By means of forms payable at 
the Paymaster General's office, which 
are negotiable through any bank at 
abroad. 2. By means of 
powers of attorney. 3. By the officer in 
charge of the Treasury Chest, when 
there is a Treasury Chest station in the 
Colony. 4, Through the Colonial 
Treasurers of the self-governing Colonies, | 


home or 


or other officer appointed by the Colony, 
where no Imperial paying officer is 
stationed, a charge of three per cent. 
being made by the Colonial authorities, 
which is borne by the pensioner. 


Berkhamsted Grammar School. 

Mr. WALROND: To ask Mr. 
Attorney-General whether he is aware 
that the Board of Education, by a scheme 
as to Berkhamsted Grammar School, , 
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sealed on 13th May, 1907, withdrew from 
the residents of Berknamsted the rights 
reserved to them by the scheme of 8th 
January, 1903, and even withdrew from 
the ratepayers who have resided for 
seven years in Berkhamsted or North- 
church the rights expressly preserved to 
them by the draft scheme as published 
by the Board in December, 1905, without 
any notice of such alteration of the 
draft ; and whether, seeing that the 
effect of such alteration is to deprive the 
inbabitants of the last remnant of that 
right to free education which, for over 
300 years, formed a fundamental part of 
the constitution of this school, and that 
the Board claim the right to make such 
an alteration without notice, as if it were 
a mere modification of the draft, and 
without communicating the alteration 
the councils of the rural 
will give his 


proposed to 
parishes affected, he 
sanction to an appeal to the Court of 
Chancery, under Section 8 of The 
Charitable Trusts Act, 1860, from the 
said Order of 13th March, 1907, in order 
that the Court may grant such relief as 
the case may require. 


(Answered by Sir Juhn Walton.) I 
have no information as to the terms of 
the scheme or the circumstances in which 
it has been settled or published. If an 
application, complying with the usual 
practice, is made to me for my authority 
to appeal, I will consider the application 
and deal with it. 


Land Revenue of India. 

Mr. C. J. ODONNELL (Newington, 
Walworth): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state the total 
amount of the land revenue for the whole 
of India, excluding Upper Burmah, in 
the years 1856, 1875, 1895, and 1905 ; 
and if he will also state the total land 
revenue of the Madras Presidency, the 
Bombay Presidency, the Central Provinces, 
the North Western Provinces, and the 
Punjab for the same years. 

3M 2 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
Land Revenue, Gross Receipts. 
| 1855 -6. 1875-6. 1895-6. 1908-6. 
India (excluding Burma) | 11,089,558 | 13,786,725 | 15,810,634 | 16,309,866 
Madras - . - -, 2,428,167 3,030,009 3,339,706 3,921,140 
Bombay (including Sindh 
and Satara) - - 1,897,149 2,460,236 3,251,209 2,816,228 
North Western Provinces 
and Oudh (latterly 
United Provinces of 
Agra and Oudh) - | 3,474,237 3,768,784 4,011,296 3,926,014 
Punjab - - - - 636,229 1,334,0787 1,597,800 1,604,609 
Central Provinces* - 280,965 405,257 511,555 572.4628 








* Entered in the Accounts for 1855-6 as the Nagpore Territory. 


+ Including the Delhi Territory, which was transferred from the North Western 


Provinces to the Punjab in 1858. 


+ Including the North West Frontier Province. 


§ Excluding Berar. 


NotE.—The Accounts do not distinguish the figures of the revenue in Upper 


Burma. 
excluded from the totals given. 


The land revenue for the whole Province of Burma has therefore been 
The figures are expressed in pounds sterling, 


and represent the total land revenue collected in rupees and converted at the 


rate of fifteen rupees to £1. 


Army Expenditure in India. 

Mr. C. J. ODONNELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for India what was 
the total expenditure on the Army in 
India in 1870, 1880, 1890, 1900, and 
1906. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The desired particulars are as follows :— 


£ 
1870-71 - - . - 11,917,000 
1880-81 - - -  - 16,996,000 
1890-91 - - -  - 14,914,000 
1900-01 - - - - 15,020,000 
1906-07 (revised estimate)- 19,934,000 





Land Revenue of Rawal Pindi District. 

Mr. C. J. ODONNELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for India what was 
the land revenue of the Rawal Pindi 
district of the Punjab in 1861, 188], 
1901, and according to the new settlement 
just concluded. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The first regular settlement was not 
made until 1865. Before that date 
varying annual settlements were in force. 
The first year for which figures are 
available is 1864. It is accordingly 
shown in the statement below. ‘The 
assessment made in the regular settle- 
ment of 1865 was in force until 1884. 
The assessment of the second regular 
settlement continued till 1904— 





Mi 


$66 


140 


| pper 
heen 
‘ling, 
the 


rict. 
< the 
was 
indi 
881, 


ment 


ley.) 

not 
date 
orce. 

are 
ngly 
The 
sttle- 
884. 
ular 








1625 Questions. {29 May 1907} Questions. 1626 
1864. 1881. 1901. ; 
Summary Settlement. First Regular Second Regular New Settlement. 
Settlement. Settlement. , 
£29,800 £27,500 £36,400 £45,000 














The figures throughout are for the 
district as now constituted. Rupees 
have been converted in sterling at the 


rate of fifteen to £1. 


Net Revenue from Irrigation in India. 
Mr. C. J. ODONNELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for India what was 
the total net revenue derived from 
irrigation in India, after paying all 


1901-2, and in 1906-7; and what was 
the total capital invested in irrigation 
works in 1906. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The revenue derived from irrigation, as 
shown in the accounts of the Government 
of India, the charges for working expenses 
and maintenance and for interest, and the 
net result for the three years mentioned, 





























charges of maintenance, in 1881-2, | are given in the following statement :— 
1906 7. 
1881-2. 1901-2. (Revised 
Estimate. ) 
£ £ 
Major works: 
Receipts, including portion 
of land revenue credited | 
to irrigation 899,000 | 2,373,000 3,344,000 
Working expenses and 
maintenance - 304,000 702,000 | 950,000 
Interest 534,000 944,000 | 1,078,000 
Net revenue 61,000 727,000 | 1,316,000 
Minor works and navigation : 
teceipts 87,000 165,000 187,000 
| 
| 
Charges 527,000 719,000 | 905,000 
Net expenditure 440,000 554,000 | 718,000 
| 
cg 
1881-2. 1901-2. | 1906-7. 


| 
| 
Net Expenditure.| Net Revenue. 


Net Revenue. 





Net result - - - - 


379,000 


| | é 


£ £ 
173,000 598,000 








The capital outlay on irrigation works to the 31st March, 1906, was £31,429,000. 
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Pay and Allowances of Military Officers 
in Bombay Political Service. 

Sir SEY MOURKING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will grant a Return showing 
the present pay and allowances of military 
officers in the Bombay Political Service as 
compared with the pay and allowances of 
milltary officers of the same length of 
service in the general cadre of the Indian 
Political Department. 


(Answered by Mr. S¢ cretary Morley. ) 
The information is already to be found in 
the Bombay Civil List and the Quarterly 
Civil List of the Foreign Department, 
both of which are published. But I have 
no objection to giving a Return. Perhaps 
the hon. Member will communicate with 
me as to the form it should take. 


Pay of Woolwich Arsenal Labourers. 

CoLoNEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp 
ing): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the Arsenal labourers who 
have been put on short time, owing to 
the suspension of work on Saturdays, are 
being paid less than the minimum weekly 
wage of 23s. laid down in the Ordnance 
Factory rules; and, if so, will it be 
possible, in consideration of the hardships 
thereby entailed, to grant them the 
recognised minimum. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 1 
would refer the hon. and gallant Member 
to the Answer I[ gave toa similar Question 
put by the hon. Member for Woolwich on 
the 16th instant.7 


QUESTIONS IN TIE HOUSE, 

Kilcreggan Fort, Dumbartonshire. 
Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War at 
what date the land for the fort at 
Kilereggan, Dumbartonshire, was pur- 
chased ; from whom it was bought ; the 
rental derived from the land prior to 
purchase ; the acreage and gross amount 
paid for it; the conditions of sale as to 
minerals ; and whether the Government 
were permitted to quarry for stone for 
the works without any further payment. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALpANg, Haddington): The 


t See ( 





4) Debates, elxxiv., 1091. 
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purchase of the land referred to was 
concluded in October, 1901 ; it was bought 
from the Duke of Argyll; the rental 
previously derived is not known but its 
prospective value for building affected its 
cost ; its extent is about fifty-two acres 
of foreshore; the price was £14,500 
which included the Duke's rights to 
minerals and building stone. 


Soldiers’ Pensions. 

Sirk GEORGE SCOTT ROBERTSON 
(Bradford, Central): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he is aware 
that there are many aged soldiers of 
excellent character and good record in 
extreme poverty ; and if he will consider 
the desirability of granting such ancient 
servants of the Crown, when not in the 
workhouse, a pension after sixty-five, 
even if they are not in possession of a 
medal. 


Mr. HALDANE: The grant of pen- 
sions to old soldiers merely on the ground 
of age and circumstances and without 
regard to service would involve a large 
expenditure, and a wholly new principle. 
There are other classes in the community 
not less interested in the question than 
soldiers. 


Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman communicate with 
the Patriotic Fund Commission and 
ascertain if they have not large resources 
which may be available for this purpose ! 


{No Answer was returned. | 


Territorial Army Officers and Commissions 
in the Regular Army. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether officers of the 
Territorial Army will be allowed the 
same privilege of competing for commis- 
sions in the Regular Army that is now 
extended to otticers of the Milita. 


Mr. HALDANE: The Answer is in 
the affirmative, subject to conditions 
similar to those at present applicable to 


candidates from the Militia and Yeo- 
manry. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE asked what pro- 
portion of officers would have this 
privilege. 
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1629 Questions. 


Mr. HALDANE said he must have 


notice of that Question. 


Public Accounts Committee. 

Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will refer the 
Statement of Requirements, Cd. Paper 
3370, to the Public Accounts Committee. 


Mr. HALDANE: The Paper in ques- 
tion contains suggestions and explana- 
tions with regard to the proposed 
financial arrangements of the Territorial 
Forces Bill at present under consideration 
of the House. It would not, therefore, 
appear to be a Paper which should be 
referred to the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: Willit, 
before being finally approved, be sub- 
mitted to the Committee ? 


Mr. HALDANE: I do not think that 
is the usual practice. 


Indian Cantonment Act. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he will suggest to the Govern- 
ment of India the expediency of amend- 
ing the Cantonment Act of 1899, so as to 
admit of private house property within 
cantonments being placed under the 
control of civil ofticers. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For | 


INDIA (Mr. Morey, Montrose Burghs) : 
The existence of the troops being 
the object of the 


should have complete control over the 
general arrangements, and not least over 
all house property within the cantonment 
area. 
trate who represents the civil power 
provide sufficiently for its intervention 
when necessary, and I am not prepared 
to suggest the amendment of the Can- 
tonment Act of 1899 in the manner 
suggested. 


Cutch Railway. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if he will lay upon 
the Table of the House the correspon- 
dence with the Government of India in 
regard to the proposed construction of a 
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railway through the territory of the Rio 
of Cutch. 


Mr. MORLEY: There is no recent 
correspondence with the Government of 
India on the subject of the construction 
of a railway through the territory of the 
Rao of Cutch, or by the alternative route 
of which a reconnaissance was under- 
taken last year. When a despatch has 
been received from the Government of 
India, and has been dealt with, I will 
consider whether the correspondence can 
be laid upon the Table of the House. 


Lucknow Cantonment Magistrates. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India, if he will take 
such steps as may be necessary to debar 
cantonment magistrates at Lucknow from 
trying cases instituted in their capacity 
as secretaries of cantonment committees. 


Mr. MORLEY: The organisation of 
cantonments in India places the executive 
authority in the hands of a cantonment 
magistrate, who is also secretary to a 
cantonment committee of which the 
commanding officer of the cantonment 
is the chairman. There is no possibility 
as the law stands of transferring the 
hearing of cases within cantonments to 
other officers than cantonment magis- 





cantonment, it | 
is essential that the military authority | 


The powers given to the magis- | 


| trates, nor would such a transfer be con- 
| sistent with the system of prompt and 
| strict military administration which 
necessarily prevails in an area occupied 
| by troops. 


Punjab Land Colonisation Bill. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): | 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| India whether he will lay upon the Table 
| a copy of the Punjab Land Colonisation 
3ill as originally presented to the Punjab 
| Legislative Council, and of the Act as 
| finally passed, together with the official 
| Reports of the debates in Council relating 
thereto. 


Mr. MORLEY: I have not yet re- 
ceived from India the Bill as finally 
passed. But I shall be happy to lay on 
the Table the Bill as introduced, the 
Select Committee’s Report and Amended 
Bill, and the report of the debates in the 
Council, if the hon. Member will move for 
them. 











1631 Questions. 
British-Indian Subjects in German 
Colonies. 


Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex, Brent- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention has 
been drawn to the recent proceedings of 
the German Colonial Society at Worms, 
and to the resolution passed thereat, 
which threatens British-Indian subjects 
of His Majesty, resident in German 
colonies, with differential legislation, and 
to the remarks of the Reichstag Deputy 
Herr Arnim te the effect that the Boers 
had passed re laws against the Indians 
and the British had taken them over, 
and that therefore ther2 was no reason to 
fear complications with Great Britain ; 
aint whether, in view of the fact that His 
Majesty’s Government could more effect- 
ively remonstrate with Foreign Powers 
than with our own people in the Colonies, 
he would, if necessary, take steps to 
protect His Majesty’s British-Indian 
subjects in German Colonies from differ- 
ential and humiliating legislation such as 
they are at present subjected to in 
certain of His Majesty’s South African 
Colonies. 


Mr. MORLEY : I have seen a Report 
of the proceedings referred to. The 
question of taking steps for the purpose 
indicated will be considered if the 
contingency which the hon. Member 
contemplates should arise. 


Bombay-Sind Railway. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India, in view of the fact that 
on the 18th July last the Bombay 
Government stated that they had for- 
warded to the Government of India a 
memorial from the Cutchi inhabitants of 
Bombay relative to the proposed Bombay- 
Sind connection railway, will he ascertain 
why that memorial has not been submitted 
to him ; and will he consider the points 
set forth in the memorial before a route 
is definitely adopted. 


Mr. MORLEY : The original memorial 
referred to has not yet been received by 
me. Under rule a memorial is forwarded 
with a full statement of facts and an 
expression of opinion by the Government. 
I presume that the transmission of this 
memorial has been delayed pending the 
consideration by the Government of 
India of the questions involved. I will 
inquire and will consider the memorial | 


-- 
- 
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Questions. 


before finally approving either route. 
Meanwhile, there is no immediate pros- 
pect of the construction of a line. 


Rawal Pindi Public Meeting. 

Mr. C. J. ODONNELL (Newington, 
Walworth): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he is aware 
that the public meeting of zemindars at 
Rawal Pindi on the 21st April, for speak- 
ing at which three barristers are being 
prosecuted for sedition, passed resolutions 
complaining of the increase in the land 
revenue imposed at the present settle- 
ment, and authorising the district associa- 
tion to forward their petition and 
memorialise the Lieutenant-Governor of 
the Punjab for relief against the increased 
assessment, and complaining that, while 
the sugar and cotton industries of the 
country had well-nigh been destroyed by 
the competition of the well-organised 
capital and labour of foreign countries 
and the help given to them by their 
States in the shape of reduction of 
freights, the Government had increased 
the water rate on sugar-cane and cotton 
100 per cent. in the tract irrigated by the 
Beas Doab Canal to the injury of those 
indigenous industries, which were already 
dying out; and whether he will issue 
instructions tu prevent the increase of the 
land tax and the irrigation cess at the 
same time. 


Mr. MORLEY : I understand that one 
resolution referred to the recent revision 
of the land assessment in the Rawal 
Pindi district, and another to the revised 
water rates for the Bari Doab Canal. 
The Rawal Pindi district and the districts 
irrigated by the canal are some 300 
miles apart. There was no question of 
simultaneousenhancement of land revenue 
and canal rates in the same districts. The 
increase in the canal rates was proposed 
as the result of inquiries which showed 
that the Bari Doab rates were below those 
of other similar canals, and that consider- 
ably higher rates could be paid without 
difficulty. The sugar-cane rate was in- 
creased by 50 per cent. and the cotton 
rate by 20 per cent. The area under 
these crops has increased largely and their 
cultivation is very profitable. The levy 
of the new rates has been postponed for 
twelve months, and all representations 
made by the cultivators regarding them 
are to be carefully considered. 
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1633 Questions. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
May I ask if it is not the case that the 


ryots of the Punjab on account of the | 
construction of these works out of public | 


revenues enjoy exceptional prosperity, 


and whether it is not just that they should | 


contribute proportionately to the relief 
of the general taxpayer who provided the 
public revenues in question. 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Rawal Pindi Riots. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
the riots which took place at Rawal 
Pindi on 2nd May were due to the Land 
Colonisation Act ; and, if so, whether he 
will advise the Government of India to 
suspend the operation of that Act pend- 
ing a public inquiry. 


Mr. MORLEY: My hon. friend will 
have learned from the newspapers that 
the Viceroy has withheld his assent 
from the Colonisation Bill. I may say 
that his action has my entire approval. 
I must point out to my hon. friend what 
may possibly have escaped his attention, 
that the Rawal Pindi district was not 
affected by its provisions. 


Lalu Lajpat Rai. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether, 
in view of the fact that the arrest and 
deportation of Lalu Lajpat Rai without 
trial has fired the indignation of His 
Majesty’s subjects in India, he will 
either bring him to trial or release him, 
and so help to restore law and order and 
respect for British justice. 


Mr. MORLEY: I am aware that the 
circumstances mentioned by my hon. 
friend have been viewed with lively dis- 
approval by some sections of His 
Majesty’s Indian subjects and with lively 
approval by other sections, and I cannot 
at all agree with my hon. friend that 
either the trial or the release of the 
person detained would by any means 
help to restore law and order. 


Dr. RUTHERFORD asked the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he would 
inform the House on what charge this 
gentleman had been arrested and de- 


ported withoué trial. 
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| Mr. MORLEY replied that under the 
| regulations of 1818, under which he was 
|arrested, the formulation of a charge 
that could he brought forward and sub- 
stantiated was not necessary. 

“6 


Dr. RUTHERFORD asked whether 


Questions. 


‘the right hon. Gentleman had himself 


received any evidence justifying this 
serious undertaking on the part of the 
Indian Government. 


Mr. MORLEY said he had not the 
least desire to evade any cf these ques- 
tions, but it would be far more convenient 
if his hon. friend would possess himself in 
patience for only a week, when it would 
be his duty and satisfaction to explain to 
the House the whole of this matter. 


Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.) said he 
desired to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
a simple question. Was it not a fact 
that this gentleman was arrested as a 
result of speaking at a meeting against 
the increase of the land and irrigation 
taxes; whether he considered that to 
be sedition, and whether it came within 
the purview of the regulations of 1818 ? 


Mr. MORLEY: My hon. friend calls 
that a simple Question! To answer it 
would involve me in complexities which 
would take at least half an hour. 


Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.) asked 
whether there was any other place under 
the British flag where these lettres dé 
cachet obtained as they did in India. 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Steamship Communication with East 
Africa. 


*Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies whether 
any arrangement was made at the Colonial 
Conference whereby British lines of 
steamships may be able satisfactorily to 
compete with German State-aided lines 
upon the East Coast of Africa. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY,0r 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 


Answer is in the negative. 


*Mr. REES asked whether any 
consideration of the subject was con- 
templated. 








4555 (Questions. 
Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes, Sir; the 
question of British communication 


between this country and the East 
Coast of Africa has been and will be 
most carefully considered. 


The Visit of the Colonial Premiers. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether there is any 
vision in the Estimates for the cost 
of entertaining the Colonial Ministers 
attending the recent Conference ; and, if 
so, on which Vote and under which sub- 
head is such provision shown. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Provision of 
£6,000 is made in the Estimates for 
1907-8, Class II., Vote 6, Colonial Office, 
Sub-head D, Colonial Conference, “ Ex 
penses in connection with the Conference 
to be held in London in 1907 with the 
Premiers of the self-governing Colonies.” 
It is understood that this Vote, which 
includes all the expenses of the Con- 
ference, will be somewhat exceeded. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Are we to under- 
stand that the whole cost of the official 
entertainment of the Colonial Premiers 
will be charged on the Estimates, and, if 
so, were not the Colonial Premiers the 
guests of the nation and not of the 
Government ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The whole cost 
of the official entertainment of the 
Colonial Ministers will be charged on 
the Estimates. The Colonial Ministers 
have always hitherto been entertained at 
the expense of the nation. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham, in sending out the invitation in 
January, 1897, specially invited them to 
be “the guests of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment.” That invitation was repeated in 
the same form on a subsequent occasion, 
and it is perfectly correct. The official 
description has always been as “the 
guests of His Majesty's Government.” 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Are we to under- 
stand that His Majesty's Government in 
this particular are representing the 
nation ? 


2£Mr. CHURCHILL: I am much sur- 
prised to hear a member of the Constitu- 
tional Party suggesting that the Ministers 
of the day, holding office under the Crown, 
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have not a right to speak in the name of 
the nation. 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.): Is the 
position this, that the Colonial Premiers 
have been the guests of the Government, 
but that their entertainment is to be paid 
for by the nation ? 


_ 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Report of the Imperial Conference. 

*CapTAIN FABER (Hampshire, An- 
dover): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether, 
in the publication of proceedings at the 
recent Imperial Conference, the discus- 
sion relating to publicity of proceedings 
will be printed. 

Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes, Sir. 
The Rand Miners’ Strike. 

MACKARNESS — (Berkshire, 
Newbury): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether there is any precedent for the 
employment of Imperial troops in a 
labour strike in a self-governing Colony ; 
and, if not, what are the circumstances 
which have led the Governor of the 
Transvaal to sanction the use of upwards 
of 800 Imperial troops against the white 
miners on the Rand. 


Mr. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not know 
of any exact precedent for the inter- 
vention of Imperial troops in a labour 
dispute in a self-governing Colony ; but 
neither can I find any parallel in the 
history of the British Empire to the con- 
ditions which prevail upon the Rand. Of 
their grave complexity the House is well 
aware, and His Majesty’s Government 
have been led to the conclusion that no 
agency short of a free Parliament with a 
responsible Executive is capable of deal- 
ing with them with any prospect of 
suecess. Such a Government is now in 
office, and the Transvaal Parliament will 
meet on the 14th of June for the full 
debating of all matters affecting the 
Colony. Meanwhile the information 
which has been received from Lord Sel- 
borne as to the circumstances in which 
the employment of the Imperial troops 
has been resorted to is contained in the 
following telegram :—“ During the strike 
on the Witwatersrand, 
course, have adopted attitude perfect 
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impartiality towards employers and em- 
plovees, but from the first they an- 
nounced officially their determination to 
maintain law and order, to prevent 
violence or intimidation, and to protect 
property. They have now asked for 
detachments of His Majesty’s forces in 
support of police, and I have issued 
necessary orders to General Officer Com- 
manding to send them. I am convinced 
that this step is absolutely necessary and 
has not been taken without a full sense 
of responsibility on the part of my 
Ministers.” 


Mr. LEA asked whether the Govern- 
ment would consider tie advisability, 
until the Transvaal Parliament had met, 
of instructing the High Commissioner 
that no Imperial troops should be used 
against the miners, and that any dis- 
turbances in connection with the strike 
should be put down by the local police, 
the Imperial troops only to be used in 
the event of an outbreak of the Chinese 
on the Rand ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL : It would not be 
in accordance with the policy of my noble 
friend to impose any such limitation on 
the action of the troops lent to the 
Transvaal Government. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) : 
Has the right hon, Gentleman any in- 
formation as to the state of affairs on the 
Rand ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have no further 
news, but [ have reason to believe the 
trouble is abating. 


Mr. WALSH (Lancashire, Ince) 
asked ,for information as to the exact 
nature’ of the disturbances that had 
occurred which needed the use of military 
against British workers on the Rand, 
and whether it had not been admitted 
that the troops were brought in owing to 
the presence of 50,000 Chinese. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : Can the right hon. Gentleman 
say what the strike is about ? 


Mer. CHURCHILL said that he had 
received a telegram stating that a des- 
patch was on its way home embodying a 
full account of the strike, its origin and 
course, which had ben placed before the 
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High Commissioner by the responsible 
Minister of Mines in the Transvaal. He 
had no detailed information of an official 
character. . 


Mr. WALSH: But cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman tell the House the nature 
of the social disorder which necessitated 
the employment of Imperial troops ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have said that 
a despatch is on its way. I have every 
confidence in the authorities on the spot 
and also in the Parliament there that 
will shortly discuss the subject. 


Mr. MACKARNESS asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman had seen the 
statement made by the acting Prime 
Minister of the Transvaal that the 
troops were asked for owing to the grave 
dangers feared through the presence of 
the Chinese. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that he had 
seen the statement, and it appeared to 
bear out the observation he had made 
upon it on Monday last, which was 
received with derision by hon. Members 
opposite. 


Dinuzulu. 

RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether Dinuzulu, while paying a courtesy 
visit to bid farewell to the Governor of 
Natal during the present month, was 
subjected to an inquisitorial investigation 
before his Excellency, or other ofticials, 
and severely cross-examined with re- 
ference to the public charges which, for 
a long time past, have been permitted to 
be made against him of complicity in 
rebellion and murder; whether His 
Majesty’s Government acquiesced in this 
trial of a loyal chief without the legal 
formulation of any charge, and gave 
authority to the representative of His 
Majesty in Natal to be party to this 
trial; whether His Excellency or the 
Natal Government propose to publish 
any report of the trial; and whether 
His Majesty’s Government, in the in- 
terests of racial peace in Natal, will now 
take steps to protect Dinuzulu from 
newspaper charges, provocative of public 
disturbance, that he is disloyal to the 
British Sovereignty. 


Mr. J. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: Dinuzulu has, I } 


understand, had a series of interviews | 
with the Governor of Natal, but I am | 
not aware that anything in the nature of | 
a trial has taken place. It is not in the 

? L Sent | 
power of His Majesty’s Government to | 
control Press comments, and Dinuzulu 
must take his chance with the rest. 


Questions. 


The Hague Conference—Delegates’ 
Powers. 

*Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
can now state what powers, if any, are 
given to British delegates to The Hague | 
Conference to bind this country to limit 
its naval and military forces. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (for Sir EDwArp | 
GREY): My right hon. friend can only 
repeat the Answer already given to a 
similar Question on the 13th and 20th 
March. Any Convention which the 
delegates sign will be subject to the 
approval of His Majesty’s Government 
and the subsequent ratification of the 
Sovereign. 


Shanghai Opium Traffic. 

*Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
British firms at Shanghai interested in 
the cpium trattic have made any repre- 
sentations to the Foreign Oftice regard- 
ing the action taken or to be taken in 
connection with the anti-opium edict of 
the Chinese Government; and, if so, 
whether he will inform the House what 
reply such firms have received. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: An inquiry was 
some time ago addressed to His Majesty’s 
Consul General at Shanghai by dealers 
in Indian opium at that port as to what 
action His Majesty’s Government pro- 
posed to take in regard to the anti-opium 
proposals of the Chinese Government. 
Last month a reply was sent through 
His Majesty’s Minister at Peking, that it 
was not possible at the present stage of 
the question to state the action which 
His Majesty’s Government might eventu- | 
ally take on the proposals of the Chinese 
Government for restricting the importa- | 
tion of foreign opium; but that the re- | 
quest of the dealers to be made acquainted | 
at the earliest possible date with the | 
measures decided upon would be borne in | 
mind. The memorialists were further | 
informed that the summary of the | 


{COMMONS} 


1640 


(Juestions. 


Chinese Government’s proposals, com- 
municated to the Press from Peking, 
made it clear that a gradual restriction 
of the trade in the course of a term of 


| years was contemplated. 


Mr. REES: I would ask whether the 


| anti-gpium edict is one of the ordinary 


official edicts of the Chinese Government. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I 


pared to say. 


am not pre- 


| British Subjects in the Congo Free State 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask th: 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can state approximately the 
number of British subjects, white and 
coloured, residing in the Congo Fre 
State. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: We have no 
official data of our own on this point, 
but in the ‘“ Bulletin Officiel” of the 
Congo Government for the year 1906 we 
find that the total number of British 
subjects, though no distinction is made 
between white and coloured, is given as 
139. 

British Consular Staff 
Congo. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what independent means of communica 
tion, if any, is enjoyed by the British 
consular staff in the Upper Congo. 


in the Upper 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Vice-consuls 
at Leopoldville and Stanleyville have not 
any special means of communication. 
Should it prove necessary to provide such, 
the question of providing it will be 
considered. 


Metropolitan Police—Sunday Duty. 

Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex,’Rye) : On 
behalf of the hon. Member for the Holborn 
Division of Finsbury, I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he proposes to 
increase the Metropolitan police force ; 
and, if so, whether he will, in making 
the increase, consider the general wish 
that each man of the force should have 
one day’s complete rest in every seven 
days. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. GLab- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): I have no intention 
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of proposing any increase in the Metro- | 


politan police force beyond the ordinary 
increase rendered necessary by the growth 
of population. 


Mr. COURTHOPE : Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give details of the esti- 
mate of £150,000 which he said it would 
cost to give the police one complete day's 
rest in seven ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I shall be glad to 
give the hon. Member the information if 
he desires it. 


Mr. THORNE (West Ham, 8.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
many local authorities in charge of the 
police give one day’s rest in seven ! 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I think there is 
only one case, at Reading. 


National Physique. 

*CarTaIn FABER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether there are any statistics to 
show that the national physique has 
bettered or deteriorated during the last 
ten years, in addition to the findings of 
the Departmental Committee recently 
issued. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I am not aware 
of the existence of any general officiai 
statistics on this subject. I think the 
deficieacy is to be regretted. 


Foreign Lottery Circulars. 

Mr. G. A. HARDY (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
in view of the fact that a printer in 
Clerkenwell was fined £25 last week for 
distributing circulars in aid of a foreign 
lottery, and that circulars are now being 
distributed by post in London of a lottery 
in aid of a Roman Catholic church in 
Dublin, any steps will be taken to stop 
this distribution through the post. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I understand that 
a3 these circulars were posted in closed 
envelopes the Post Office cannot take 
any action. I have, of course, no juris- 
diction with regard to Irish lotteries. 


Newbury Railway Station. 
Mr. MACKARNESS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the Great 
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Western Railway station at Newbury is, 
on the down side, in some places not more 
than six feet wide and nowhere more 
than fourteen feet wide, and that express 


(Questions. 


| trains pass through it every day at trom 
| sixty to sixty-seven miles an hour; 


whether the station was built upwards of 
fifty years ago and is quite unfitted for 
the traffic and the trains which now pass 
through it, and that its continuance in its 
present condition is attended with danger 
to life and property; and whether he 
will inquire why the decision come to by 
the board of the company more than two 
years ago to build a new station has 
never been carried out. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. LLoyp-GrorGe, Car- 
narvon Boroughs): The Board of Trade 
have again been in communication with 
the Railway Company in this matter, and 
have received a reply as follows :— 

“(sreat Western Railway, 
“(General Manager’s Oftice, 


93348W. “ Paddington Station, 
“London, W. 
“28th May, 1907, 
‘¢ SIR, 


“T am in receipt of your letter of 
to-day’s date covering copy of a Notice 
of a further Question which Mr. Mackar- 
ness proposes to ask the President of the 
3oard of Trade inthe House of Commons 
to-morrow (Wednesday) relative to the 
Newbury station, and in reply do not find 
it possible to make any material addition 
to what was contained in my communica- 
tion of 22nd March. 

“The major portion of the platform is, 
as stated, approximately fourteen feet 
wide, but there is one spot—opposite the 
steps of the footbridge—where the space 
is necessarily reduced to about six feet. 
The Company is not, however, aware of 
any justification for the statement that 
the existing arrangements are ‘attended 
with danger to life and property.’ 

“As was stated in my letter of 22nd 
March, the re-construction of the station 
will be taken in hand as soon as the 
Company is in possession of the necessary 
land. 

“T am, ete., 


* (Sd.) James C. INGLIS, 


“The Assistant Secretary, 


“(Railway Department) 
“ Board of Trade.” 





Questions. 


Port of London. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade in view of the effect the declara- 
tion may have in saving naval expendi- 
ture on docks on the East Coast, whether 
he can indicate if the proposed legislation 
for the port of London next year will 
include a proposal for a dock eapable of 
being used by the largest vessels such as 
a private dock company has power to 
construct at the present moment ; and 
whether there is any reason to believe 
that the company in question are 
abstaining from exercising the powers 
conferred on them by Act of Parliament 
because of the uncertainty about future 
legislation. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: My hon. 
friend will readily understand that I am 
not in a position at present to make a 
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|the Board wrote to the local education 
authority desiring that authority to re- 
consider its proposal to discontinue the 
renee of the school ; if the Board 
have received any communication from 
the parents of children attending the 
school ; and, if so, what is the nature of 
that-communication. 


| Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
OF EDUCATION (Mr. McKENNA Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): I presume the hon. 
Member refers to the Halifax Al! Saints. 
Church of England school. The Board 
intimated in September, 1903, that the 
premises of this school could only be 
recognised temporarily. In January last 
the local education authority informed 
| the Board that as there was no sign of 
{a new building being commenced, they 
ee to discontinue maintenance. 
The Board suggested that as the managers 


statement as to the provisions which will | now proposed to begin rebuilding the 
be contained in the Bill which I hope to| local education authority should recon- 
introduce next year, but one of its aims | Sider their decision. ‘The authority stated 





will be to improve the accommodation in 
the port of London. As regards the 
latter part of the Question I am not able 
to express an opinion. 


Oban Post Office. 

Mr. YOUNGER (Ayr Burghs) : I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether a 
site has yet been obtained at Oban for 
the erection of a new post office ; and 
when the building will be proceeded 
with. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL 
(Mr. SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) : A site has now been found for 
the erection of a new post office at Oban, 
and the necessary steps are being taken 
for the completion of the purchase. It is 


hoped that a commencement may be | 


made with the building at the beginning 
of next financial year. 


Salterhebble Church of England School. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, 
Oswestry): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Education whether the 
Board on Ist May decided to discontinue 
the grant to Salterhebble Church of 
England school at the close of this 
month ; on what grounds the decision 
was made; what information on the sub- 
ject has come into the possession of the 
Board since the 24th February last, when 


that in view of the fact that the existing 
building was unsafe and unhealthy they 
| Were not prepared to adopt this sugges- 
tion, and after consideration of a further 
report from their inspectors as to the 
|condition of the premises the Board 
intimated that they would not interfere. 
| [ have received a petition from parents 
desiring the continuation of the school, 
but I cannot see my way to modify my 
previous decision. ' 


| Mr. BRIDGEMAN asked whether 
| the delay in building these schools was 
| originally due to alterations demanded 
| by the corporation of Halifax and not 
| to the managers, who had cone all they 
could to hurry on the building of the 
schools. 


Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans) inquired whether the right hon. 
Gentleman could say what distance the 
children attending the council school 
| had to go, and whether it was not a fact 
that the council school was 100 feet 
below the level of the parish. 


Mr. MCKENNA: I must have notice 
of both these Questions. In regard to 
that of the hon. Member for Oswestry, 
I must point out that the first notice 
was given to the managers in September, 
1903, and as we are now in the month 





of May, 1907, it does not matter what 
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the action of the council was, but certainly 
ample time was given to the managers. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN wished to know 
what had occurred since February last 
to make the Board of Education alter 
their policy. 


Mr. McKENNA: The Board sent 
down an inspector, and on his Report 
they decided not to over-rule the decision 
of the local authority. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): Has the inspector reported 
that the school is both dangerous and 
insanitar y ? 


Mr. McKENNA: That the building 


was dangerous and unhealthy. 


School Accommodation. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether it is proposed to revise the 
recognised accommodation of provided 
schools in the same way and on the 
same scale as that of non-provided 
schools. 


Mr. McKENNA: I must refer the 
hon. Member to the Answer given by my 
right hon. predecessor on 7th November 
last,¢ in which he stated that the aim of 
the Board of Education was to secure 
for each child in a public elementary 
school ten square feet of floor space. In 
the case of new schools or enlargements 
their practice now is always to insist on 
this; and, as regards existing schools, 
they endeavour to bring about the same 
state of things. But in exercising pres- 
sure to this end some regard has to be 
paid to the heavy burden that would be 
placed upon the rates by any sudden 
demand for so large an increase of school 
provision as would be entailed by a 
universal application of a ten feet scale. 


Mr. COURTHOPE: I gather from 
the Answer that this is done only in the 
case of provided schools. 


Mr. McKENNA: That is a very 
complicated question to answer. The 
rules that must guide the Board in the 
case of voluntary schools are not the 





t See (4) Debates, elxiv., 550-1. 
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same in enforcing satisfactory conditions 
as they are in the case of council schools. 
Lord BALCARRES: The number of 
cubic feet required from a health point 
of view is the same in provided as in 
non-provided schools, is it not ? 


Mr. McKENNA: Precisely the same. 
We are endeavouring to bring the: 
measure up to ten feet square in every 
case. 


Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
what provided and non-provided schools 
have been subjected to the revision of 
recognised accommodation during the past 
and present financial years. 


Mr. McKENNA: The new List of 
Public Elementary Schools, which will, I 
hope, be published early next month, 
will show all changes in recognised 
accommodation occurring between Ist 
August, 1905, and 31st July, 1906. It 
would be impossible at present to give 
a list of changes occurring since that 
date, but they will be included in the 
next issue of the List of Schools. 


South Kensington Museum—Free 
Nights. 

Mr. T. DAVIES (Fulham): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Eduea- 
tion whether he will consider the advisa- 
bility of changing one of the late free 
nights of the South Kensington Museum 
from Tuesday to Thursday in order that 
shop assistants may have an opportunity 
of visiting the institution who cannot 
do so at any time except on a Thursday 
evening. 


Mr. McKENNA: The Board have 
now before them the question as to the 
times of opening of the Museum and my 


hon. friend’s point will be borne in mind. 


Foreign Hops. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for South Somerset, as 
representing the President of the Board 
of Agriculture, whether any steps have 
been taken by the Board of Agriculture 
either to prevent or to punish the 
infringement of Sections 5 and 6 of the 
Hop Act, 1866, by importers and vendors 
of foreign hops ; and whether the Board 
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-of Agriculture will render these sections { conspiracy is at present rampant in the 
effective’ by instituting proceedings} West of Ireland, which on ordinary 
against those who violate their provi-} moral grounds amounted to highway 
sions in future. robbery ; and whether the Government 
will take more energetic measures to 
Tue TREASURER or tHE HOUSE- | check the intimidation which is being 
HOLD (Sir Epwarp Srracuey, Somer- | practised. 
setshire, S.): We are advised that it is i 
not clear that Section 5 of the Act to CarTaAIn CRAIG (Down E.): At the 
which the hon. Member refers is applic- | same time may I ask the Chief Secretary 
able to foreign hops and that Section 6 | to the Lord- Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
certainly does not do so. In any case|his attention has been called to the 
the Board are not empowered to take; remarks of Mr. Justice Ross on the 
steps either to prevent or to punish | intimidation practised in connection with 
infringements of those enactments. the letting of lands on the Chancery 
estate of G. A. Kelly, a minor, in county 
Education (Provision of Meals) (Scotland) | Roscommon, and the existence of a wide. 
a. spread conspiracy to prevent the lands in 
Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College): Ibeg| hand on this and other estates in the 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland, in | | West of Ireland from being let; and 
view of the course adopted by the | w hether he proposes to take any, and, if 
Standing Committee on the Education | any, what, action in the matter. 
(Provision of Meals) (Scotland) Bill, if he} ~ 
will state when he proposes to take the | Mr. BIRRELL: The observations of 
Second Reading of the Education (Scot-| Mr. Justice Ross, as reported in the 
land) Bill. | newspapers, include the statement at- 
| tributed to him in the Question. There 
THE age ARY ror SCOTLAND | is no evidence before the Government 
(Mr. SINCLAIR, Forfarshire) : As soon as | showing that a widespread conspiracy is 
possible ; but I am not able to say more | rampant in the West of Ireland. It is, 
at present. [howev er, the fact that cattle have been 
| driven off farms in a number of individual 
| cases, and, as I have repeatedly stated, 
Lorp BALCARRES: On behalf of the | the police are taking energetic measures 
hon. Member for the Blackpool Division | to prevent such acts, and to bring 
of Lancashire I beg to ask the Chief | offenders to justice. In the particular 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | case to which Mr. Justice Ross referred, 
Ireland why it isyproposed that the cost | a prosecution was directed a week before 
of the first election to the Irish Council | he made the remarks quoted, and that 
shall be provided by Parliament and not | prosecution is now pending. 
by the Irish Exchequer as for subsequent 
elections. Mr. LONSDALE: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman admit that there is consider- 
THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE. | able disturbance and disorder in this part 
LAND (Mr. Birre.u, Bristol, N.): As | of Ireland? 
‘the financial provisions of the Bill will 
not come into force until after the first] Mr. BIRRELL: I have repeatedly 
Council has been elected, it is considered | stated that in certain limited areas of 
reasonable that the expenses of the first | Ireland there is considerable cause for 
election should be borne by Parliament. | anxiety. 








Proposed Irish Council. 


Mr. Justice Ross and Disorder in Ireland. Arson in Kildysart. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I} Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland w hether his | of Ireland whether he has received in- 
attention has been called to the remarks | formation of the destruction by fire of a 
of Mr. Justice Ross, on 17th May, in| quantity of hay in the district of 
connection with a case of driving cattle | Kildysart, county Leitrim, recently ; and 
off a grass farm at Shrole, county Ros-| whether any persons have been pro- 
common, that a widespread and audacious ' secuted in connection with these fires. 
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Mr. BIRRELL:  Kildysart is in 


county Clare, not Leitrim. I am in- 
formed by the police authorities that one 
case of burning has occurred in that 
district, namely, the destruction of a rick 
of hay on the Ist instant. No prosecu- 
tion has been instituted, 


Mr. P. J. Kelly J.-P. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether renewed attention has 
been called recently to the conduct of 
Mr. P. J. Kelly J.P., on the Gurteen 
bench ; and whether the Lord Chancellor 
has taken, or intends to take, any action 
in the matter. 


Mr. BLIRRELL: The Lord Chancellor 
informs me that his attention has not been 
called to any conduct of Mr. Kelly on 
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of Ireland if he will state the number of 
recruits for the Royal Irish Constabulary 
obtained during the first quarter of 1907, 
and the number obtained during the 
corresponding quarter of 1906. 


Questions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The number of 
recruits for the Royal Irish Constabulary 
enrolled in the first quarter of 1907 was 
204, and the number for the corresponding 
quarter of 1906 was 140. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman account for the difference 2 


Mr. BIRRELL: Yes. Twenty-five 


| years ago the Irish force was largely 


the Gurteen bench, but recently his | 


attention was directed to a report of | 


certain proceedings at Athenry Petty 


Sessions at which Mr. Kelly was one of | 


| 


the presiding magistrates. The Lord | 
Chancellor did not consider that the | 


action on 


report disclosed any 
called for 


Kelly’s part which 
interference. 


his 


Roscomroe Disturbances. 


Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the | 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether he will state the number | 


of times recently that the stock of Mr. 
Luttrell have been driven off his farm at 
Roscomroe; how many _ police are 
stationed in the neighbourhood; and 
whether he will see that a sutticient force 
is provided to check the lawless acts of 
agitators who desire to dispossess Mr. 
Luttrell of his lands. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Mr. 


| 


Luttrell’s cattle | 
were driven off his farm on two occasions, | 


namely, 30th April and 18th May, and pro- | 


ceedings are being taken against a number 
of persons in each of these cases. Since the 
22nd instant, a police force consisting of 
a district inspector and twenty-five men 
has been encamped on the farm for the 
purpose of preventing further interference 
with the cattle. The farm is remote from 
a police station, the two nearest stations 
being six and seven miles away. 


Royal Irish Constabulary. 
Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
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increased and the period of retirement of 
the men then recruited is now falling due, 
consequently there are more vacancies to 
be filled up. 

Re-instatement of Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of [reland whether he can state when he 


| will be in a position to give to the House 
| the results of the investigations into the 


Mr. | 


claims of evicted tenants to be reinstated 
in their holdings. 


Mr. BIRRELL: As I have already 
informed the House, the Estates Commis- 
sioners will immediately after the end of 
this month proceed to draw up a special 
Report upon the cases of evicted tenants 
which have then been investigated. The 
Commissioners anticipate that this Report 
will be ready by the middle of next 
month, and I shall then make a statement 
on the subject as soon as may be possible. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman give the number re- 
instated 2? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I should prefer the 
hon. Member to wait for the Report. 


Land Law (Ireland) Acts Amendment 


Bill. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can now state the 
course which the Government intend to 
pursue in regard to the Land Law 
(Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill. 


Mr. BIRRELL: This is not a Govern- 
ment measure. The Bill has been com- 
mitted to a Standing Committee, of 
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which my right hon. friend the Attorney- 
General for lreland and myself are 
members. I have no statement to make 
on the subject at present. 


Questions. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Do the 
ment intend to take the Bill up ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: The hon. Member 
had better wait and see what course the 


Bill takes. 


Irish Land Purchase—Advances by the 
Estate Commissioners. 


CarTtaAIN CRAIG: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | 


Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners have in any, and, if so, how 
many, cases sanctioned advances of over 
£3,000 for the purchase of holdings, and 
in how many cases have they refused to 
sanction such advances under The Land 
Purchase (Ireland) Act, 1903. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The hon. Member 
will find the information for which he 
asks up to 31st March, 1906, on page 28 
of the last Annual Report of the Estates 
Commissioners and on page 19 of the 
Appendix to the Report. Further 
information on the subject will be given 
in the Commissioners’ Report for the 
year ending 31st March last which is at 
present in course of preparation. 


Irish Land Purchase—Agreements for 
Sale. 

Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland in the case of how many 
estates in Ireland have agreements for 
sale under the Purchase of Land (Ireland) 
Act, 1903, been lodged; in how many 
have the sales been completed and 
purchase money allocated; and in how 
many cases of agreements lodged so far 
back as 1904 are the sales still not 
completed. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Agreements for sale 
under the Act of 1903 have been lodged 
in respect of 4,727 estates, and advances 
have been made in respect of 1,494 of 


these estates. The Estates Commissioners 


inform me that the sales have been 
completed in nearly all the cases in 
respect of which agreements were 
lodged in 1904. It would not be 


possible to state precisely how many of 
the latter cases are still outstanding 
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without a minute investigation of the 
|Commissioners’ records, which would 
| occupy a considerable time. 


Questions. 


| 

| Belfast Resident Magistrates. 

| CapTratn CRAIG: I beg to ask the 

| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 

of breland whether, having regard to the 
disparity of the provision made for resi- 
dent magistrates in Belfast as compared 
with that made for the police magistrates 

}of Dublin, the Government will give 

| facilities for the Belfast Resident Magis- 

| trates Bill at present before the House. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Having regard to the 
present state of public business, I am 
afraid that the Government could not give 
special facilities for this Bill, which, as the 
hon. Member is aware, is not a Govern- 
ment measure. 

Captain CRAIG: Has the right hon. 


Gentleman made up his mind to do 
nothing for the North of Ireland ! 


Mr. BIRRELL: No, Sir; I have not 
made up my mind. 


Agrarian Outrages in Connaught. 
CapTaAIn CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland in how many cases, during the 
month ending 25th May, have cattle been 
forcibly driven off farms in Ireland, and 
in how many cases have prosecutions 
followed ; have extra police, and, if so, 
how many, been drafted into the pro- 
vince of Connaught to prevent cattle 
driving or other forms of outrage ; and 
in how many cases are police encamped 
upon farms that have been raided or are 

threatened with cattle driving raids. 


Mr. BIRRELL : The police authorities 
inform me that during the month ended 
25th May, approximately, twenty cases of 
driving cattle off farms occurred, and 
prosecutions have been instituted in eight 
of these cases. During the same period 
six police officers and 280 men were 
drafted into Connaught. In two cases 
policemen are encamped on farms, one 
being in county Roscommon and_ the 
other in King’s County. 

Captain CRAIG: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say how the disparity arises 
between the number of cases and the 


} 


number of prosecutions | 
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Mr. BIRRELL: We institute prosecu- | recruits at present undergoing training at 
tions where we get the necessary evidence. | the Royal Irish Constabulary Depot in 


Royal Irish Constabulary and Grazing 
arm Disputes. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 


is aware that, in certain disturbed districts ! 


in Ireland, and in cases where disorderly 


crowds have to be dispersed, or where | 
graziers and other persons obnoxious to | 


the United Irish League have to be pro- 
tected from active intimidation 


and | 


| Dublin ; and whether orders have been 
issued for the immediate enrolment of 
180 additional recruits ; and, if so, what 
is the necessity for so materially increasing 
| the number of the police force in Ireland. 





Mr. BIRRELL: The number of re- 
| cruits at present in training is 320. No 
| orders have been issued for the enrolment 
of recruits beyond the number required 
to fill vacancies caused by the ordinary 
wastage of the force. 


assault, the Royal Irish Constabulary | 


have received instructions from head- | 


quarters that under no circumstances are 


they to make arrests, and that, if it is | 


necessary to take legal proceedings to 
vindicate the law, it must be done by 


summons ; and whether, in view of the | 


failure of the police to maintain order in 
these districts, he will see that these 
instructions are revoked and that the 


Loughrea Raids. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that on Thurs- 
day, the 9th instant, the houses of Thomas 
Glynn, Michael Egan, and George Earkins, 
in Coorheen, Kileenadeema, Loughrea, 


' were raided and searched for arms by men 


police are armed with powers as full as | 


are accorded to the police in England and 
Scotland. 


Mr. BIRRELL: No such instructions 
have been issued to the police. 


Royal Irish Constabulary Reserve. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what is the number of 
men usually held in reserve at the Royal 
Irish Constabulary Depot, Dublin, and 
what was the number in reserve on the 
20th instant; and how many men have 
been drafted 
various disturbed districts in the South 
and West of Ireland since Ist January 
last. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The number of men 
of the Reserve Force of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary which may be available at 
the depot at any time depends upon the 


| arrested. 
| Loughrea, two miles distant. 


from the depot to the | 


number which may be absent on duty | 


throughout the country. On 20th instant 


the number of the Reserve Force actually | 


at the depot was 143. 


Since Ist January | 


last 177 men of the Reserve have been | 


drafted from the depot into 
districts in Ireland. 


Royal Irish Constabulary Recruits. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland what is the number of | 


various | 
| force there, and will supply them with 
‘fuller powers for detecting and pre- 


with masked faces ; whether any persons 
have been arrested in connection with 
the matter; what is the nearest police 
station to the scene of the outrage ; and 
what steps are the police taking in the 
matter, 


Mr. BIRRELL: The police authorities 
inform me that the facts are as stated in 
the Question. No person has _ been 
The nearest police station is 
The police 
are making every possible effort to bring 
the offenders to justice. 


Athenry Outrage. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that on 
the night of the 15th instant, at about 
11 o'clock, the house of Thomas Duddy, 
situated in the centre of the town of 
Athenry, was fired into, ard that the 
fact that Duddy drove some of the police 
on his car contrary to the orders of the 
United Irish League in that town is 
assigned as the cause of the outrage ; and 
whether, in view of the fact that several 
similar cases of firing into houses in 
Athenry have occurred during the last 
two years, he will increase the police 


venting crime of this character. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Thomas Duddy’s house 
was fired into on the date mentioned. 
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It is the fact that Duddy drove the 
police on his car a month ago, but the 
police have no reason to believe that this 
fact furnished the motive for the firing, 
and so far as they are aware the United 
Irish League has in no way interferred in 
the matter. ‘The police force at Athenry 
Station has been increased by twenty- 
five men, making the present number 
forty-one. The police possess full powers 
for the prevention and detection of crime. 
The state of the district has been and is 
receiving the closest possible attention. 


Unlawful Assembly Trial in the West of 
Treland. 

CapTAIN CRAIG: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland whether it 
is intended to apply to the King’s Bench 
for orders to change the venue of trials 
for unlawful assembly at present pending 
in connection with attempts to prevent 
the letting of grazing lands in the West 
of Ireland to places where there would 
be some prospect of a fair trial; and 
whether it is intended to do so in the 
case in county Leitrim where persons of 
the name of Brady are boycotted, and in 
the pending cases from the Athenry 
district in county Galway. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, Ex- 
change): I have no intention at present 
of applying for a change of venue in the 
cases referred to in the Question; nor 
have I any reason to believe that the 
accused persons will not receive a fair 
trial in the counties in which they will, 
in ordinary course, be tried at the coming 
summer assizes. 


Mr. MOORE: Is it not the fact that 
two juries consecutively have disagreed 
in the case of raiders in Connaught ! 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Indian Budget Debate. 

Sir H. COTTON : I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether, having regard 
to the character of the interests in 
volved, to the anxiety felt in this 
House and in the country regarding the 
present position of affairs in India, to 
the fact that the debate on the Budget is 
the only occasion afforded to the House 
to discuss Indian subjects, and to the 
importance of allowing the Secretary of 
State an opportunity of making a full 
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reply to the questions raised, he will 
allow the discussion on the Indian Budget 
this year to be extended over two days, 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling 
Burghs) : I think one day should suffice 
—it will be a full day—unless in the 
meantime new incidents should arise, 
which I hope will not be the case. 


Land Values (Scotland) Bill. 
Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) : 
I beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
he can state when the Land Values (Scot- 
land) Bill, which was presented and read 
a first time in the House on Monday, 
13th May, will be printed. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
There has been some unavoidable delay, 
but I understand the Bill will shortly be 
printed. 


Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.) : Has 
there been any change in the details of 
the Bill since its introduction ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Bill when printed will be found to 
be in perfect accordance with the state- 
ment of my right hon. friend in intro- 
ducing it. 


Mr. MOORE: Was that course fol- 
lowed in the case of the Irish Council 
Bill ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
To the best of my belief it was. 


All-British Mail Route. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
whether he has taken any steps with 
regard to the appointment of a Com- 
mittee to inquire into the cost of and the 
other measures necessary for the estab- 
lishment of a fast All-British mail route, 
as recommended by the Imperial Con- 
ference and promised by His Majesty's 
Government. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
My right hon. friend the President of 
the Board of Trade is now examining the 
matter departmentally with the aid of 
experts, and until the investigation is 
further advanced it is not possible to 
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say whether the appointment of a formal | the establishment of county associations 
Committee will be necessary. As to the| and the raising and maintenance of a 
nature of the assurances given on this | Territorial Force and to amend the Acts 
subject by His Majesty’s Government, | relating to the Reserve Forces.” 

the House had better wait until the 
proceedings of the Conference are| Resolution read a second time :— 
published. 





——— Motion made, and Question proposed, 

” ; : , 
SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). | oe agape eda - 

Str WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON re- | 1 

ported from the Committee of Selection;|§ Tyr FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
That they had discharged the following tyz WAR OFFICE (Mr. BucHANAN, 
Member from Standing Committee A Perthshire, E.), who was indistinctly 
(in respect of the Limited Partnerships heard in the gallery, was understood 
Bill): Sir Henry Norman; and had) to say that a month or six weeks 
appointed in substitution (in respect of ago he laid on the Table of the 
the Limited Partnerships Bill) : Mr. House an approximate estimate of the 
Joseph Pease. cost of the Territorial Army when 


: = ‘ ‘ it came into existence, amounting 
SmR WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON ‘ a : > 
. “ TURDON +4 £2,800,000. Since then an addi- 


eae ‘eet , | tc , f 
furthe reported from the Committee ; tional estimate of £625,000 had been 
That they had added the following Mem- 

: : cs . ee presented to the House. Of that 
ber to the Standing Committee on . * 
es . : amount about one-third—£200,000—was 
Scottish Bills (in respect of the Small . . «6 

a : due to items which were specifically 
Landholders (Scotland) Bill): Lord ~~ os . 
Wiliswstie ds Uesalee excluded from the original estimate, and 

wii . £425,000 represented concessions which 

; . ad hb rhis rig i 

ie Wane teen Goad had been made by his right hon. friend 

ee ee . . the Secretary of State for War in answer 
further reported from the Committee ; zs hi 
m f . . to representations which had been made 
That they had discharged the following . 

A ; . . . © tohim by Members of the House. He 
Member from Standing Committee C (in J ae ee ; 
a A sgn ae ... thought he was within the mark in saying 
respect of the Vaccination Bill): Sir ° mabe fe 
idward Steealiey: wad bad’ steainted ia that those Estimates were ample. They 

oi PP represented what was believed to be the 


substitution: Mr, Attorney-General. : , : 
‘ 2 maximum cost of the new force. It was, 
Reports to lie upon the Table. he thought, impossible that they could be 


exceeded, and they could not, in any 
seaiiia: a wobability, be reached for a large number 
NEW BILL. of years. They had endeavoured to give 
the maximum estiniate of the Territorial 
INJURED ANIMALS ACT (1894) AMEND- Force mobilised on a war footing. It 
MENT BILL. was, of course, largely in excess of any 

“To amend the Injured Animals Act, establishment of forces that would be 
1894,” presented by Sir Howard Vincent ; wanted in time of peace. That alone gave 
supported by Sir William Brampton them a very large margin to work upon. 





“Gurdon and Sir Frederick Banbury ; to There were margins also in the various 


other items, and it would take a long 
series of years to work up to anything 
like that total. With regard to the sum 
entered for a second suit of clothes, the 
TERRITORIAL AND RESERVE FORCES | item allowed for that did not represent 
(EXPENSES). | the total cost of a second suit of clothes 

Resolution reported ; “That it is ex-| given to the 300,000 odd men in the 
pedient to authorise the payment out of | Territorial Army. It was more than 
money voted by Parliament for Army|ample to allow for the upkeep of 
services of necessary expenditure incurred | a suit of clothes, which was taken to last 
by associations in pursuance of any Act | for four years. The sum was calculated 
of the present session to provide for the|on that basis, and it left a very 
reorganisation of His Majesty’s military | considerable margin for any possible ex- 
forces, and for that purpose to authorise | travagance in any individual association. 


be read a second time upon Tuesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 214.] 
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Mr. AUSTEN . CHAMBERLAIN 


(Worcestershire, E.) asked where was 
the sum for the original cost of providing 
those clothes. 


Territorial and 


Mr. BUCHANAN replied that they 
did not propose to provide the men with 
clothes right away. 
already possessed would be handed over 
to the county associations. 


Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
If the walking out suit is to last four years, 
how long is the service suit supposed to 
last ? 


Mr. BUCHANAN | said it 
probably last two or three years. 
figures were based on the experience 
already obtained in the Volunteers. He 
was very anxious that the estimate he had 
laid before the House should not be in- 
creased, but he felt confident that within 
the figure indicated they would be 
perfectly able to bear to the full the 
necessary expenses for the Territorial 
Force. As regarded the method of 
payment to the associations, it was 
intended that there should be 
for the Territorial Army, and ultimately 
that Vote would supersede the Militia, 
Yeomanry, and Volunteer Votes, which 
would gradually decrease as the Terri- 
torial Army Vote went up. 
Bill the bulk of the money for the Terri- 
torial Army would be paid over to the 
county associations. The general lines 
upon which they proposed to go were those 
ot the existing Volunteer Vote, but they 
were going to introduce certain modifica- 


would 


tions with regard to the payments under | 


that Vote which experience had shown 
to be desirable. Instead of including 
everything under capitation grants, 
they proposed to separate certain fixed 
charges which depended not upon the 
numbers of the corps concerned, but were 
fixed from year to year as necessary to each 
unit. They would thus divide off the 
charges which might be looked upon as of 
a more or less permanent character, and 
those which necessarily varied from year 
to year. They could work out from past 
experience what the establishment charges 
were, and they would go upon 
The capitation grant seemed to him 
to be quite adequate. They would 
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| be maintained in ‘the future by means 
| of a sinking fund, but the Government 
could not hold out any hope of being able 
to advance capital to purchase them. 
The last paragraph of the Resolution 
| showed the means by which they wished 
to_secure the control over the finances of 
the county associations. At the present 
moment the colonel of a Volunteer regi- 
ment had control over its expenditure, 
its efficiency, and so forth, but in future 
that duty would fall upon the general 
officer in command of the district, 


while every person would be made 
responsible. That system would furnish 
them with the true mode in which 


capitation grants should be made. The 
accounts would be open to the in- 
spection of the Accountant General of 
the War Office and the Auditor and Comp- 
troller-General. The control over the 
money spent ought to be no less complete 
than that over the money spent at the 
present moment on the Volunteers and 
Auxiliary Forces, and the Government 
were in favour of securing that. The 
method by which they proposed to secure 
sufficient control over the 
was this: At the present moment the 
various colonels sent in the nominal roll 
of men who were efficient, but the money 
was distributed through other channels. 
They proposed to make the officer, pro- 
bably the brigadier who furnished them 
with the nominal roll, ultimately respon- 
sible, because they would pay the capita- 
tion grant on that. Money, as he had 
stated, would not be put under the con- 
trol of the Territorial Army but under the 
general control of the officials dealing 
with the service. He could not at present 
|add anything to that statement, but he 
would be glad to answer any inquiries 
on the subject. The accounts sent up 
would be available for inspection by the 
Accountant-General of the War Office and 
the Comptroller-General. The estimate of 
the cost of the Territorial Army was, in 
his judgment, ample, and when the three 
Auxiliary Forces were amalgamated he 
thought we should have a better fighting 
| force in the second line organised on the 
general principles of unity, and at a 
lower cost than we had at the present 
| moment. 


associations 


insist on compensation being paid for | 


drill halls, and money would be pro- | 


vided for that purpose. 
Mr. Buchanan. 


They would 


| *Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
| shire, Forest of Dean) said that perhaps the 
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hon. Gentleman who had just sat down 
was one of the highest authorities in the 
House on the control by the House and 
the Treasury of the expenditure of the 
country. The Financial Secretary had won 
his distinction in the House by his 
services in regard to that question. 
He had alluded to the control of 
the House as being as continuous and as 
complete as it was in the case of the 
Volunteers, a remark which he ventured 
to say in a recent debate by means of a 
disorderly interruption meant “ none at 
all,” because the House really enjoyed 
no control over the Volunteers. This 
was a matter for the House of Commons 
and the House of Commons alone. There 
was no doubt that the question which 
they discussed last night and left un- 
finished must be cleared up by Amend- 
ments to Clauses 12 and 32, which were 
not discussed. The matter could not be 
left as it was. But, the question which 
they were now discussing was one in 
regard to which they had the final 
and effective voice, and after all that 
they had learned of military finance in 
the last five or six years and of 
the changes of opinion during the time 
of the late Government—the difference 
of views between the War Office, the 
Treasury, and the Army Council which 
came before the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee—they could not pass this matter by 
in silence. They must know where they 
were in regard to the control of the Terri- 
torial Army, and that was peculiarly a 
House of Commons matter for which there 
would be no other opportunity of dis- 
cussion. It seemed that in the future 
they would have one Vote instead of 
three Votes in regard to the Territorial 
Forces, and in so far as that was the fact 
it was not a change for the better as re- 
carded the control of the House, because 
it deprived them of the advantage of 
discussing the separate servicesseparately. 
The statement that the funds were to be 
handed over to the county associations 
as those of a “ going concern” was very 
vague, and they did not know how it 
affected stores and equipments in hand. 
A reply seemed moreover to indicate that 
the pay and allowances would be under 
the control of the commanding officer 
in camp while other expenses would be 
accounted for by the county associations. 
On the 10th of May the Secretary of 
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State went into more detail. The right 
hon. Gentleman said the grants would be 
applicable only to authorised objects. At 
the present moment in the case of the 
Volunteers that was so, but the money 
being given in more or less a lump sum 
the choice between the authorised ob- 
jects was one that was not within the 
control of Parliament at all. His right 
hon. friend went on and clearly showed 
that he did not draw a sound dis- 
tinction between audit and appropria- 
tion, audit being secured in every 
case, but appropriation being secured 
by a certain system peculiar to this 
country. Audit was one thing, but 
appropriation was another. They were 
satisfied that the audit would be, all 
right. They were concerned about the 
appropriation and desired to be satisfied 
about that. The hon. Gentleman who 
had just spoken knew how controversy 
raged between the Army Council and the 
Public Accounts Committee three or 
four years ago. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) was 
understood to say that that was a super- 
stition. 


*Stmr CHARLES DILKE said he relied 
on the Reports of the Public Accounts 
Committee and not on unauthorised state- 
ments by gentlemen outside the House, 
whose knowledge, however, no one could 
doubt. No one could doubt the know- 
ledge of Mr. Bowles on the subject. 
He based his observations on the facts 
brought before the Committee by the 


reports of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee and on the changes made 
based on the Order in Council. That 


was not superstition unless the right 
hon. Gentleman replied that the 
Public Accounts Committee and Par- 
liament and the Cabinet and the Treasury 
that backed up the Committee against 
the Army Council were all wrong. The 
Public Accounts Committee had named 
three flagrant cases where money had 
been taken for one purpose and expended 
on another. The audit was all right. It 
was a question of appropriation pure and 
simple. Those cases were in the index, 
but he did not desire to read them to the 
House. They were in the Report and he 
could point to the pages where they 
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appeared. One was a Volunteer case in 
which an expenditure was taken under 
the Volunteer Vote for one purpose and 
expended on a purpose other than that 
for which it was intended. Then there 
was a case last year upon which they re- 
ported that the terms of the Order in 
Council of August, 1902, had been ex- 
ceeded, as there had been a diversion of 
money from its proper course. The 
excuse they gave might assist his right 
hon. friend, although it was not a good 
reason at the time it was given, and there- 
fore he would make him a present of it 
for what it was worth. It was that there 
was a lack of finality in dealing with the 
Auxiliary Forces. He presented it to his 
right hon. friend because the right hon. 
Gentleman no doubt believed he was 
reaching finality by this reorganisation. 
But the House ought to know what was 
the finality they were reaching. There 
was another case which the Public 
Accounts Committee reported, in which 
they stated that the payment of 
apitation grants was conditional on 
the fulfilment of certain obligations laid 
down by the Order in Council, and that 
those provisions had not been complied 
with. The way to prevent these things 
happening in future was clearly to insure 
that the Treasury regulations should be 
Treasury regulations and not Army 
Council regulations ; that they should be 
inspired not by Army Council but by 
Treasury views if there happened to be a 
difference of opinion, and that they should 
be in a form which would commend them 
to Parliament. In the Bill before the 
House there was a provision for laving 
these Treasury regulations before Pai- 
liament, but anyone reading those words 
would find nothing in their provisions 
which gave a power of disallowance. 
They were not to be effectively laid before 
Parliament. They were to be produced. 
There was to be no laying them on the 
Table for so many days, and he was afraid 
that laying before Parliament would be 
of an illusory character unless Parliament 
could wring from the Treasury to-day 
regulations to secure not only audit 
but appropriation in the sense Parliament 
desired. These were questions which 
excited much interest in the House. 
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There were questions upon the Paper now. 
One was to be asked to-morrow on this 
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these matters should not be dealt with 
at Question time, but that the answers 
should be given in thet debate. He 
could not help thinking that under the 
Bill the loose system of finance which 
had hitherto been confined to the Volun- 
teers would be to some extent extended, 
It was limited in some ways, in the ways 
previously announced by his hon. friend, 
who had made certain divisions under 
certain heads, which was an improvement 
so far as it went, but it was extended in 
another sense because more money was 
going to be spent. If the new system 
was to be a good one the expenditure 
would have to be an increasing one, 
and the system of finance the House 
was adopting ought to be carefully 
scrutinised, as it would be the military 
financial system of the future. Coming 
to detail, he would repeat that what they 
wanted was not audit, but appro- 
priation, which was quite different from 
audit and much more difficult to obtain, 
and was peculiar to this country. 
The precedents were such as to make 
it reasonable. When the Yeomanry 
went out to war, there was a 
grotesque appropriation of money, en- 
tirely through the looseness of the mili- 
tary finance. In such a case the audit 
would detect certain evils but not others. 
The money would be spent. but not spent 
in the way intended. He asked hon. 
Members interested in the subject to 
look at the Reports of the Public Ac- 
counts Committee and at the Order 
in Council issued by the late Govern- 
ment after the dispute between the Army 
Council and the Treasury. In the Order 
was laid down the principle upon which 
the House ought to act. It was 
sufficiently secured by the Order in 
Council. He now came to questions of 
detail. The original estimate criticised 
on the Second Reading of the Bill was 
called an approximate estimate. He 
did not blame any one for that, because 
it was admittedly a difficult matter to 
estimate for a change of this kind. 
The difficulties were very great. They 
had now an additional estimate upon the 
subject. He had read with surprise in the 
Paper in his hand and had heard with 
surprise to-day the statement made by his 
hon. friend the Financial Secretary that 
it was an estimate that ought not to be 


subject. Surely it was much better that | laid before the House; that it was a 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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war estimate; an inflated estimate ; 
an estimate for a state of things that could 
never exist. Why should the Govern- 


ment give such an estimate—an estimate | 


which in the very nature of affairs was 
an extreme estimate. It was almost too 
good. It was like a prospectus. 


Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
It will never go to allotment. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said his own 
view of the estimate would be the other 
way. It would be an under estimate, 
not for abnormal but for normal cir- 
cumstances. The hon. Gentleman had re- 
peated to-day that it was ample; that 
it was a war estimate and _ therefore 

large margin in time of 
but, it would enable them to 
purpose what they 
happened to have for another. He 
did not wish to overstate the case, 
but his suggestion to the House was 
that they were voting a lump sum, and 
that the figures were not given to the 
House. There were certain points 
mentioned on the Second Reading 
which remained outside this estimate 
altogether. There was an_ additional 
estimate for certain forms of equipment, 
but that meant storage for equipment, 
which cost more than the equipment 
itself. Storage was not always con- 
nected with the drill hall, and it was a 


gave a 
peace : 
spend for one 


matter in regard to which different 
battalions in different counties stood 
in very different positions. It was 


doubtful in his mind how far, as 
regarded the points that swere named, 
the expenditure on drill halls and on 
ranges was satisfactorily met in the 
estimate before them, and he mentioned 


them as items and matters which 
ought to be considered. As regarded 
camp allowances, they were left 
in a nebulous position; the matter 
was extremely vague. He would 
like to ask the House to notice 


one of the assurances given to them 
on that subject. The Secretary of State 
had constantly used the words “ sub- 
stantially the same.” 
Yeomanry were to be treated in “ sub- 
stantially the same ” way as at present, but 
he then said that he repudiated the sugges- 
tion that there was to be one standard for 
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| the Yeomanry and another for every- 


body else; he said that it was to be 
an all round standard. As to camp 
allowance, it included all kinds of differ- 
ent things; did that allowance mean 
an increase all round, on a certain scale, 
'for infantry and other branches of the 
Territorial Army, as had been promised 
'to the Yeomanry? If so, he could not 
see that the money could possibly be 
sufficient. The figure of 2s. a head, 
which had been mentioned, was greatly 
exceeded in the case of the fifteen days 
camp, and in some parts of the country 
it might be 4s. and 5s.a day for pay alone 
for the fifteendays camp. They ought to 
make a distinction between the Regular 
soldier, who was engaged all the year 
round for several years, and the Volunteer 
who was in camp for the public service 
for fifteen days. It was quite a different 
thing inducing a man to go into 
camp for fifteen days; they must offer 
him more liberal terms than they would 
to a man who took up soldiering as 
his trade for the whole year round. 
The difference between the two cases 
was very great. It was perfectly defen- 
sible to give the Volunteer better rations 
for the short time he was in camp in 
order to make him a happier man, than 
it was thought necessary to give in the 
case of a man with whom they were 
dealing all the year round. The prin- 
ciple laid down in the House of Lords 
by Lord Portsmouth as being the prin. 
ciple of the Bill was, he thought, a sound 
one, that the men, to use the noble 
Lord’s own term—though it was not 
carried out in the estimate—were to be 
paid for every day they were at work. 
But it could not be shown that 
that principle was acted upon in re- 
gard to the infantry force in the ac- 
counts which they had before them. 
There were a great many matters outside 
the estimate which would increase the 
amount to be spent under the Bill. 
There were promises given in the,;House 
of Lords as to the men enlisted before 
the Bill became law, and there ,was also 
the promise in regard to the Militia 
battalions who joined the Territorial 
_Army. In that case there was a promise 
/given in the House of Lords that a 
higher course of training than the mere 
| fifteen days would be required, but that 
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it was a question of money. Undoubt- | £829,000. That was one suit. But how 


edly the question of money would be- 
come more important before the Bill 
passed into law. These battalions must 
receive the higher rate of pay, but 
there was no provision for it in the Terri- 
torial Army Estimate. The Secretary 
of State had made one’ satisfactory 
promise on this subject since the Second 
Reading debate. There was a certain 
vagueness before that debate as to how 
far they were going to have appeals for 
public subscriptions to finance the Terri- 
torial Army. But Questions had been 
put to the right hon. Gentleman who 
had pledged himself that the hat was 
not to be sent round for the Territorial 
Army. Therefore, they had to face the 
financing of the matter, and put it on a 
thoroughly sound basis. That was now 
understood. They had got to finance 
the Territorial Army. He would just 
mention two heads out of the four or 
five about which his hon. friend opposite 
had asked for an explanation. Clothing 
was a matter which had excited great 
attention in the House, and about 
which a great number of Questions had 
been put. There had been difficulty 
in finding out exactly what was 
meant. He had given attention to 
the subject, but he confessed that he 
had not the least idea what was meant. 
The Answers which had been given to the 
Questions put had not cleared up the 
matter. 
for Darlington was that the cost of one 
suit was 10s. 5d. a head. Whoever 
supplied the Answer to his right hon. 
friend had supplied it badly. The Ques- 
tion was repeated, and the Answer was 
corrected. 


Mr. HALDANE: No, no. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I confess I 
thought so. j 


Mr. HALDANE: The same Answer 


was given. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: You mean 
the Question of the new suit ? 


Mr. HALDANE: Yes. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Well, the 


one new suit was £2 17s. 3d. per man, or 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


The Answer to the hon. Member | 


| did that work out with the figures which 
| had been given that day ¢ He had read 
|through the accounts to try to make 
| out what he could buy for the sum, 
|but he had not succeeded. Although 
|the different arms varied very much 
| in their requirements, yet the 10s. 5d. did 
not appear to be borne out even if the 
one suit was to last two or three vears. 
[An Hon. MempBer: Four vears.] 
Four years for a walking out suit and 
two or three years for the working suit. 
On neither of those principles could he 
account for the particular figures. This 
was not a 24d. matter, because everybody 
knew that the question of clothing 
had a very important bearing on a force. 
Frequently the best men of a regiment 
/were the worst dressed, the 
being that they were often concerned 
'in its finance, and they made their 
clothes last as long as possible; they 
were the older men, and probably did not 
care about looking smart: but for the 
young recruits they ought to provide 
the dress on a liberal scale to make 
it more attractive, and it was by no 
|means the worst class of recruit that 
| they attracted inthat way. The walking- 
out suit lasted four years. They could 
not get a walking-out suit for four times 
| 10s. 5d., ifthey included the cap orhelmet, 
and other items. They were told last 
night that they were going to be put 
on an equal footing; were they going to 
be put on an equal footing in respect of 
all these things? Was the Territorial 
Army going to have what the Militia 
had got by pressure? One word as to the 
adjutants. The financial question with 
regard to theadjutants had been as difficult 
to him as in regard to the other matters. 
If they looked at the total amount under 
the different heads of the Army Estimates, 
the sum for adjutants was a very large 
one indeed. If they looked at the cost 
of the adjutants one by one they found, 
roughly speaking, that it averaged £1 aday 
| per head. It seemed to him that taking 
adjutant by adjutant, they got a sum 
very much larger than the estimate. 
The new estimate gave £140,000 addi- 
| tional to the £100 per year. The total 
|cost of the adjutants appeared to be 
much higher than the sum of £260,000 
allowed by the Secretary of State for War. 
| Taking even that as the amount, if they 


reason 
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deducted the £140,000 that gave an excess 
of £120,000, and he was quite sure there 
was nothing like that sum put down in 
the original return. That was a matter 
upon which he thought the House 
ought to have clear information. The 
non-effective point had been thoroughly 
explained, but there remamed the ques- 
tion of bounties. It was difficult to 
ascertain how far bounties came within 
this Resolution. In Ireland they had 
a different scheme, and that scheme 
became more and more doubtful every 
day because they had hitherto under- 
stood that in Ireland the Militia were 
going to continue as Militia. After 
what was said last night the Militia 
in Ireland appeared to be assuming 
the form of a new typeof Regulars. The 
battalions which took the place of 
the Regular Reserve battalions here 
wouldexist in Ireland. As there were going 
to be Territorial Associations in Ireland 
he did not know how far those bounties 
would form a part of the Territorial 
Army or the Regular Army schemes. 
He would like some information on that 
point. The questions asked in the 
House of Lords showed that the Govern- 
ment were considering annual and addi- 
tional bounties and special Irish Militia 
bounties which might or might not 
fall within the words of this Resolution 
and about which they were entitled to 
some information. Far from _ being 
grossly over-estimated, he thought the 
cost had been under-estimated. As for 
the depots, he imagined that they were 
outside this Resolution. The third part 
of the Bill was not Territorial Army 
finance, and could be done by the Army 
authorities without a Bill. In the annual 
memorandum dealing with the British 
Army there was a paragraph about 
depots, in which the Inspector-General 
for Recruiting referred to the detrimental 
effect upon recruiting which was produced 
by the miserable condition in which 
the depots were. Under this Bill those 
depots would continue to be used for 
another class of men, and that fact 
could not be looked forward to without 
contemplating a large expenditure upon 
those depots. He apologised to the 
House for the time he had taken up, 
and concluded by repeating his belief 
that the subjects raised in the debate 
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were deserving of the attention of the 
Government. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 


shire, W.) said he did not propose to 


‘follow the right hon. Baronet into the 


details of his speech. He agreed with 
him when he said he had quoted sutfi- 
cient cases to prove that the estimate 
now presented to the House certainly 
under-estimated the cost. He  pro- 
posed to deal more with the question 
of the control of the House of Commons 
and the Public Accounts Committee over 
theexpenditure. At Question time he asked 
the Secretary for War if he would refer his 
statement of requirements in which his 
estimate was presented to the House 
to the Public Accounts Committee for 
consideration and report, and the right 
hon. Gentleman seemed a little doubtful 
as to whether there were any precedents 
for such a reference. Sir Erskine May 
laid down that under established usage 
important changes in the customary 
form of the Estimates should not be 
made without the previous approval of 
the Public Accounts Committee acting 
on behalf of the House of Commons, 
and, in deference to that principle, official 
alterations of the Estimates were re- 
stricted to such arrangements as in- 
volved no question of principle. Last 
year some small changes were made in 
the Army Estimates, but they were 
submitted to the Public Accounts 
Committee who expressed their ap- 
proval of the suggested change. After 
the speech made by the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office it was clear that 
Votes 3, 4, and 5 for the Mi itia. Yeomanry, 
and Volunteers would ultimately dis- 
appear, and their place would be taken 
by a comprehensive Vote for the Terri- 
torial Forces. The difficulty which 
many of them experienced in endeavour- 
ing to understand the numerous Papers 
which had been laid before them by the 
Army Council in reference to this Bill 
had been to distinguish between the 
estimates made for the Territorial Force 
and money which was to be provided 
for the work of the County Associations. 
Did the amount put down include the 
whole cost of the operations which 
would devolve upon the county organi- 
sations under the Bill? The first esti- 
mate presented stated that no provision 
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was made in the estimate for the initial 
expenditure upon guns, rifles, and 
capital expenditure upon drill halls and 
rifle ranges. Had the Government 
formed any estimate of what that cost 
would be? There did not appear to be 
any provision for such things as the 
secretariat of the County Associations. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: 


are given on page 4. 


The particulars 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH thought 
the principle adopted was to include 
everything which was not specially 
connected with the actual training and 
equipment of the soldiers. Out of the 
money voted to meet the necessary 
expenditure connected with the exercise 
and discharge by the association of its 
powers and duties, the association would 
have to defray the cost of the official 
staff, the rent or acquisition of their 
offices, the establishment and mainten- 
ance of rifle clubs, and other matters. 
According to information which they had, 
Parliament would be asked to provide 
the money under certain heads, with the 
deliberate knowledge that the county 
associations, if they were to carry out the 
purposes of the Act, would have to spend 
the money on purposes of which Parlia- 
ment was ignorant at the time it passed the 
Votes. It was essential, in the first place, 
that the House should know the objects 
for which they were asked to vote certain 
sums of money. Unless they knew the 
whole system of appropriation absolutely 
fell to the ground. Unless they got that 
information it would be impossible for 
the House to see whether the money had 
been spent in the manner intended. He 
regretted that it had not been found 
possible in the numerous Papers which 
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of money, but to the possibility of the 
money being spent in numerous different 
ways. He was not at all sure that under 
the Bill as it now stood even the very 
modified control which the House had 
over the expenditure of the Volunteers 
wguld be preserved. Of course it was 
possible that under the Orders in Council 
which would be necessary under the 
Bill means would be taken to see that 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General had 
full access to all the books and papers 
of the different associations. At present 


he had access to the accounts of the 
Volunteer corps for the purpose of 
examination. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: There would be 


the same power. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said he 
would like to see that statement in the 
Bill itself if it could be in. He 
would have preferred to have something 
in a clause to get the Treasury into a 
more prominent position than it occupied 
in the Bill. He hoped that before the 
House finally parted with the Bill more 
information would be given on that point. 
It was really impossible to come to any 
conclusion as to how far the control of the 


got 


_House was weakened until they had an 
| opportunity of seeing the Estimates in 


| the form they were to take. 


He under- 
stood from an Answer given by the right 
hon. Gentleman that the expenditure 
was to be a matter between the Army 
Council and the County Associations. 
He did not very much care how the Army 
Council got their information from the 
County Associations. What he wanted 
to know before the Bill passed was how 


| the Estimates for the year were to be 


had been presented to hon. Members to | 


give a more detailed statement as to the 
form in which the Estimates would be 
presented to the House of Commons. 
The hon. Gentleman had stated plainly 
that afternoon that the Government were 
going to proceed on the lines of the 
Volunteer Vote. He had heard that 
statement with considerable regret. It 
might or might not have been the best 
way of dealing with the Volunteer Vote 
in the past, but certainly it was not a 
justification for the method being ex- 
tended, not only to a much larger sum 


Mr. Victor Cavendish. 





placed before the House of Commons. 
Until they really saw the form the Esti- 
mates were going to take it was impossible 
to feel satisfied as to the control which 
the House was to have. The mere state- 
ment that the Government was going to 
proceed on the same lines as in the case of 
the Volunteers was to his mind un- 
satisfactory. When they were making a 
big new departure, not only in their 
military organisation, but in the!control 
which the House was to have over the 
future organisation, he thought they 
were bound to proceed with thefgreatest 
caution. He appealed to¥the Secretary 
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of State for War to give, if possible, some 
information which would reassure hon. 
Members on both sides of the House who 
at present had considerable doubts as to 
what were the real intentions of the War 
Office on this question. Although they 
might not all be able to agree as to the 
merits of the scheme, the right hon. 
Gentleman would do a good service if he 
would show that the House of Commons 
control over expenditure would be re- 
tained under the Bill. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said 
the right hon. Member for West Derbyshire 
had put before the House some reasonable 
criticisms which might be urged against 
the proposals of the Secretary of State 
for War. He hoped that any criticism 
which he himself had to offer would be 
useful and helpful to the Government. 
He would endeavour to strengthen them 
where thev were weak. He thought they 
were decidedly weak on the question of 
financial control. The present financial 
Resolution was not only of first im- 
portance but of unusual importance, 
having regard to the fact that a con- 
troversy had been going on for a con- 
siderable time between the Army and 
Parliament on the question of financial 
control. He thought that the financial 
control of Parliament was weakened under 
the provisions of this Bill. That was all 
the more serious, not only in the light 
of the controversy to which he referred, 


but after the statement which the Secre- | 


tary of State for War made some time ago 
that he wished togivethe military man more 
freedom from financial control. The 
right hon. Gentleman wished to give him 
a free hand as far as possible. He agreed 
that to a certain extent, perhaps, the 
present position was not tenable, because 
there was interference on certain purely 
military points which should be left to the 
military man. But he was exceedingly 
anxious that under this Bill Parliament 
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plete control of command, training, ad- 
ministration, and finance. The right hon. 
Gentleman had decided that command and 
training should be taken away from the 
County Associations and that finance 
and administration should remain. He 
thought the present Resolution raised a 
much larger question than that —a 
question of great constitutional im- 
portance—because under the Bill, if the 
Secretary of State so wished, the control 
of finance and administration was not 
to be confined to the Territorial Army. 
Under Clause 2 of the Bill the Secretary 


| of State for War reserved to himself and 


should retain the control which it had had | 


in the past over the finance of the Army. 
The finance of the Bill was very much in 
the nature of a Chinese puzzle, and the 
reason was that the scheme was based 
on certain proposals of the Esher Com- 
mittee which had not been accepted, 
wisely he thought, in their entirety. 
The Esher Committee recommended that 
the County Associations should have com- 


| Was, 


the King in Council a right to assign to 
the County Associations control over 
the finance and administration not only 
of the Territorial Army but of His 
Majestv’s Military forces. That included 
the Regulars. To show that it included 
the Regulars he pointed out that under 
Clause 1, which was intended to apply 
only to the Territorial Army, the phrase 
“military forces other than the Regu- 
lars’ was adopted. The matter went 
much further than had been represented 
by the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down, because by Clause 2 it was pro- 
vided that— 

** An association shall have, exercise, and dis- 
charge such powers and duties connected with 
the organisation and administration of His 
Majesty’s military forces as may for the time 
being be transferred or assigned to it by order 
of His Majesty signified under hand of a Secre- 
tary of State or, subject thereto, by regulations 
under this Act.” 

That devolution to the County Associa- 
tions of the administration and finance of 
the Regular troops by the Army Council 
superseded the control of Parliament, and, 
he submitted, created a situation of great 
gravity. He came now to the finance 
of the Territorial Army. And here he 
might say that the criticisms of the right 
hon. Member for the Forest of Dean were 
mutually destructive, although they were 
cheered by hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
But it did not lie with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite to make any complaint of want 
of control, because under the administra- 
tion of the late Government he could 
remember when a sum of £10,000,000 
during the war in South Africa, 
transferred from one head and spent 
on another, which enabled the Govern- 
ment of the day to avoid calling a special 
' session of Parliament to vote the money. 
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The system of finance foreshadowed 
for the Territorial Army in_ the 
different Papers which had been sub- 
mitted to the House and in the very 
informing speech of the 
Secretary to the War Office made the 


matter much more complicated than 
the present system. First of all, 


it was proposed to establish a double 
system of finance in regard to the 
Territorial Army running concurrently. 
The one was to apply to the training 
of the troops and to be subject toan Army 
audit. But that only applied to a very 
small part of the expenditure. The money 
spent on training the Auxiliary Forces 
would be much greater in the future than 
in the past, as all the Volunteers had now 
the option of going into camp for 
fifteen davs. Last year the sum spent 
was £336,000 out of a total of £1,700,000, 
so that the part of the expenditure that 
was to be subject to the Army audit in 
future would be a very small proportion 
of the total sum. The portion of the 
expenditure that would be under the 
Army financial control would only apply 
to fifteen days in the vear; while the 


County Associations would be responsible | 


{COMMONS} 


Financial | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


for the remaining 350 days, and would be | 


exempt from the Army audit or from | 
| but at the same time be believed that it 


proper financial control. He submitted 
that whatever system of financial control 
was set up it ought to be uniform and 
should apply to all expenditure. He 
went further ; 
present system of financial control for 


the Army made more stringent, rather | 
_ the corps were most carefully ad : inistered. 


than relaxed, as it would be under 
this Bill, What happened last year ? 
The Army Council were asked by the 
Treasury to give a forecast of what their 
surplus was likely to be on 22nd March. 
Seven days before the end of the financial 
vear the Army Council said it would be 
£690,000. But what was the ascertained 
result after the close of the financial year ? 
A balance of £1,330,000! He submitted 
that a system of financial control which 
could allow such a state of things required 
to be made more stringent rather than to 
be relaxed. On the 30th April the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer arrived at the 


intermediate figure of £963,000. Hesub- 


mitted that the Bill would slacken financial | 


| the 
he would like to see the | 
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the right hon. Member for the Forest 
of Dean that there were grave doubts 
whether the Estimates submitted were 
sufficient. He was so convinced that the 
main proposition in the Bill to divide 
our armed forcesinto two lines was a good 
one, that he thought it was worth while 
paying for it; and he did not think 
anything was to be gained by under-esti- 
mating the expenditure. On the Second 
Reading of the Bill he pointed out that 
the original Estimate of £2,889,408 would 
not at all meet the requirements of the 
ease. An addition of £625,000 had now 
been admitted to be absolutely necessary, 
making a total of £3,514,408. He under- 
stood that the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office had stated that there wasa sum 
included for the administration charges of 
the County Associations. He very much 
doubted whether sufficient provision had 
been made for the admin stration of the 
several units of a battalion if it included 
the expenses incurred by the County 
Associations. Under the present system 
the commanding officer of the Volunteer 
battalion was personally responsible 
for the expenditure of his 
That system was illogical, and ought 
to be abolished. It placed too much 
responsibility on man ; 


corps, 


one single 


tended to efficient administration and 
very careful expenditure of the funds of 
corps. Every commanding officer 
felt in honour bound for the success of his 


|corps, and having regard to his own 


personal liability to see that the affairs of 


| He very much doubted, at the same time, 
| whether the proposal to take the responsi- 
| bility off the commanding officer and lay it 


/on the County Associations would be of 


very much advantage. At the present time 
the books of each battalion were open 
to inspection. The books of his own 
battalion had been inspected in detail. 
$y the new proposal the inspection was to 
be carried out by the County Associations, 
but there would not be the same direct con- 
trol ifit had to go through the commanding 
officer to the County Association. His 
own view was that the County Associa- 
tions would be a somewhat expensive 


luxury. There would be a combination 


control, and he certainly deprecated any-| of grants-in-aid and of payment by 


thing in that direction. 


Mr. McCrae. 


He agreed with! results. 


That would complicate the 
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situation. He admitted that a good 
deal might be said for putting the ad- 
ministrative charges for drill halls and 
ranges on a separate grant; but hs 
experience on the Public Accounts 
Committee was that that method would 
be expensive. In regard to the clothing 
grants, he quite understood the view of 
the Secretary for War in fra ning his 
estimate. It was not acase of providing 
a new uniform for every man in 
the battalion. The right hon. Gentle- 
man only took the annual charge of 
providing a uniform for 200 men every 
year for a battalion of 800 men. On that 
point he thought the right hon. Member 
for the Forest of Dean had pushed his 
argument too far. The Secretary for War 
anticipated that he would make a great 
saving by having the clothing provided 
through the County Associations; but 


he was not then providing for a walking | 
He would put a specific case. | 


out dress. 
In the Infantry Brigade of the City of 
Edinburgh they had three battalions 
clothed as a rifle brigade ; they had one 
battalion clothed in the territorial uni- 
form of the district, and another which 
was a kilted corps. Was the County 
Association to take in hand the supply of 
clothing for all those corps or were those 
corps, as at present, to supply their cloth- 
ing out of the capitation grant? If the 
corps were to do the work, he thought the 
Government were complicating matters 
by sending money through the County 
Associations, and he would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether some form of 
Army accounting could not be adopted by 
which the accounts of the corps should be 


checked through the War Office and | 


not through the Associations. Another 
point was how the grant of pay to 
the men when in camp was to be 
paid. As an administrative measure 
the Government were going to supply 
County Associations with money and 
through them it was to filter to the 
corps. How was that to be done? Were 
the Government going to hand over to 
the commanding officer of the district or 
to the brigadier in camp the money 
which was necessary for this purpose ! 
He urged the right hon. Gentleman 
to do something to make the matter more 
simple. He wished the scheme success 
and it was in no unfriendly spirit that 
he offered these criticisms, but he 
felt that Parliamentary control would 
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be lessened by the present proposals. 
He wished also to draw attention to 
Clause 3, Sub-section 3, which provided 
that money paid to a county association 
should— 

“be applicable to any of the purposes 
specified in the approved statements in accord- 
ance with which the money has been granted, 
but not otherwise, except with the written 
consent of the Army Council.” 


Were they going to make the Army 
Council independent of the control of 
Parliament ? That provision, along with 
the provision in Clause 2, where the 
Secretary of State took power to place 
the finance and administration not only 
of the Territorial Army but of the 
Regular Forces under the county associa- 
tions was such that he could only 





characterise it as an amazing proposal. 
He hoped the right hon, Gentleman would 
be able to assure them that the whole 
scheme with regard to financial control 
| would be reconsidered. 


Mr. HALDANE said the hon. Gentle- 
man had raised a question of great im- 
portance which was entitled to con- 
sideration, not only because he was a 
member of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee but because he had great 
experience on these subjects. The 
| Government were not likely to have 
| left out of account the financial principles 
which were concerned and which arose 
out of the constitution of the country, but 
he thought there were points in which 
they had overdone the tendency to take 
"away responsibility from the soldier. He 
| was perfectly certain that they would 
have had greater economy in ‘the past 
if they had consulted the soldier more 
about how to effect economy. He pointed 
to this year’s Estimates as some evidence 
that, in recognising that doctrine, they 
could not be said to have damaged the 
public tinances. At the same time, they 
had kept to the law. Under the Ex- 
chequer and Audit Act, 1866, a broad 
principle was laid down which was of 
/immense constitutional importance. Mr, 
Gibson Bowles, who unfortunately was 
not in the House, but was worthily 
represented, had written a pamphlet, in 
which he had dwelt upon the vast con- 
stitutional importance of keeping a check 
lover the soldier. He did not require 
| that reminder, his duty being simply to 
|keep to the principle laid down in the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Exchequer and Audit Act that Parlia- 
ment did not allow money to be paid 
out excepting under its own control, 
and through an officer of Parliament, 
not an officer of any Department. 
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| 


| 


How had that been pursued in the case | 


of the Army? In 


the case of the' 


Regular troops it had been pursued to | 


an extent which was impossible in 
the case of the Auxiliary Forces. In 
the case of the Auxiliary Forces there 


was appreciated from the beginning the | 


danger that correspondence between the 
commanding officers and the War Office 
would smother the battalions with red- 
tape, and the result was that Parliament 
always gave, in the case of the Auxiliary 
Forces, who had a local habitation, a 


168) 

*Mr. McCRAE: I do think the County 
Associations are quite unnecessary, but [ 
am considering this matter purely from 
the financial standpoint, given the 
necessity for the Associations. 


Mr. HALDANE said he would only 
say that his hon. friend was not strongly 
biassed in favour of the Associations, 
When they came to see how the principle 
had been applied in the Bill, it was 
necessary to remember that they 
took the view, and he thought the 
majority of the House took the view, that 
the local association, properly adminis- 


| tered, was a useful piece of machinery 


greater latitude than was allowed to the | 


Regular Forces. For instance, the capita- 
tion grant was paid to the command- 
ing officer of the battalion. Parliament 
simply said, “Produce us a certificate 
that you have a man” {Several Hon. 
Mempers: An efficient man.| Well, he 
would say an efficient man. ‘ Produce us 
a certificate,” Parliament said, “that you 
have got an efficient man, and then you 
can spend your capitation grant, and 
you have very large latitude indeed.” He 
thought that had worked well on the 
whole. He agreed with the hon. Member 
for East Edinburgh that the latitude 
allowed to commanding officers had not 
beenabused. Inframing their Bill they had 
to consider that not only past practice, 
but principle, made it necessary that they 
should allow a certain amount of latitude, 
as had been done in the case of the 
Volunteers, to those who were responsible 
for the administration and training of the 
Territorial Force. They had framed their 
Bill in such a fashion as recognised that 
principle, but they had done something 
more. They had gone a certain length 
in the direction which the hon. Member 
for East Edinburgh asked in making the 
control of Parliament more effective than 
it was in the case of the Volunteer Force. 
He would have attached more weight to 
the criticism of his hon. friend had he 
not observed that he had an Amend- 
ment on the Paper to get rid of the 
powers of the County Associations : his 
real objection was to the Associations. 
He was in favour of the old system, 
which left to the commanding officer still 


greater latitude than they proposed to | 


give to the associations. 


Mr. Haldane. 


for the purposes of administering, as 
distinguished from training, these forces, 
At present, as was pointed out on the 
Second Reading, when a Volunteer corps 
went to war the administration rested 
with the commanding officer ; there was 
no provision for maintaining them from 
their base. It had no administration, 
Its administration rested entirely with 
the Commanding Officer. The Govern- 
ment were trying to get the force intoa 
better shape by separating the business 
of administration from that of command 
and training. They proposed to hand 
over the administrative business to the 
Associations and the command and train- 
ing to the proper officers. They had 
borne in mind that Parliament had 
always insisted upon the principle that 
very large latitude should be left to the 
commanding officers of Volunteers. 
Under Clause 3 of the Bill the Govern- 
ment had adhered to that principle, but 
they had increased the control of Parlia- 
ment by insisting that more particulars 
should be given by the associations than 
were at present given by the commanding 
officers of Volunteers. In the paper which 
had been circulated in answer to the ques- 
tion—how did they propose to carry out 
the finance !—it did not represent a formal 
Estimate—it would be seen that the 


| Government took three possible ways into 


consideration. They had rejected the 
lump sum plan and the present Volunteer 
system of capitation allowance ; and they 
had adopted a modification of the Volun- 
teer system which would give them a 
much better and more stringent system 
than existed at the present time. 


| They proposed to ask for the certificate 


of the general and of the brigadier also 


as to the efficiency of the units and of the 
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men who composed them. That condition 
would produce greater stringency than 
existed under the present system. 
They had adopted a system which, 
he thought, was much more _intelli- 
gent than the present one, because 
it was based upon the production of 
results, on the etticiency of the corps 
and the men comprising them, whereas 
under the present system they gave the 
capitation grant and allowed unlimited 
latitude as to how it was to be applied. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 


the Forest of Dean had _ invited 
another place to make alterations 
in the Bill which would _ produce 


what he considered very material results. 
In that other place there were very 
eminent military authorities, and no 
doubt they would give the Bill thoroughly 
impartial consideration. But it was not 
very helpful to invite them to make 
changes unless they were prepared to 
go a great deal more into detail than his 
right hon. friend had done. His right 
hon. friend had taken exception to what 
he had called the want of the same 
financial control as there was in the case 
of the Regular Army. Did he really 
mean that they were to repeal the 
principle, on which Parliament had _pro- 
ceeded for years, of leaving a certain 
latitude to the Volunteers? [f that was 
so, he thought that had been answered 
by the hon. Member for East Edinburgh. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
asked whether the latitude was to be 
left to the commanding officers or to 
the County Associations. Was the money 
to be received and spent by the County 
Associations or by the commanding 
officers? He understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to say that the whole of 
the money was to be paid by the 
ot Association and accounted for 
dV 1b. 


Mr. HALDANE said that was not | 
quite so. The money was divided into 
two parts, and if the right hon. Gentle- 
man looked at the section he would see 
that if they wanted an establishment 
grant that would be paid by the County 
Association. But a capitation grant would 
be paid by the colonel of the force, but 
they would not take a certificate except 
from the County Associations. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


that was not quite his point. His point 
was not as to who would give the certifi- 
cates, but who was going to receive and 
spend the money. ‘The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said the money was to be received 
and spent by the County Association, but 
in answer to the right hon. Member for 
the Forest of Dean he said he had no 
real wish that the colonel commanding 
the regiment should not have the same 
power as before. He therefore asked 
whether the colonel commanding would 
have the same power of spending money. 
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Mr. HALDANE said that all the money 
was to be paid to the associations, and 
the associations would spend the money. 
The associations would have to produce 
the certificates. No doubt, when they 
got far enough down, the colonel of the 
corps must to some extent handle the 
money, but he would be accountable to 
the association, and the association would 
have to account for him. They substituted 
the associations for the old commanding 
officers. In that way they introduced a 
much more searching system of financial 
control than now existed, because they 
would call for certificates from indepen- 
dent generals and brigadiers as to the 
efficiency of the unit. Their purpose had 
been to introduce a system of finance 
which would be more stringent, but would 
adhere to the principle of leaving latitude 
to the local administration. The right 
hon. baronet had referred to doleful in- 
stances of things that had come to light 


under the searching investigation 
of the Public Accounts Committee. 


But they would come to light still more 
readily under the Government’s system, 
because there would be a much more 
efficient check. 1t had been said that 
enough money had not been taken for 
adjutants. At the present time there were 
twenty or thirty Volunteer battalions 
who had adjutants of a voluntary 
character, and he hoped that system 
would grow, But he supposed that there 
would be about 280 adjutants at the 
outside. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: That is not 


| the present number. 


was not 
He was 


Mr. HALDANE said he 
dealing with the present system. 
3 O 
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referring to the number of adjutants 
there would be in this force of 300,000 
men. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) asked whether the right hon. 
Gentleman proposed to break up a large 
number of the existing units. Would he 
say how many units would be established 
in the new Territorial Army ? 


Mr. HALDANE said the whole of the 
figures were given in the estimates. 
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as to extending to the County Associations 
financial and administrative control over 
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the Regular forces. 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE asked whether | 


it was proposed at once to get 1id of a 
large number of battalions in order to 
reduce the number of units in the way 
suggested in the Estimates. 


Mr. HALDANE said his hon. friend 
the Financial Secretary had aleady ex- 
plained that there must be a transition 
period. As the existing force diminished, 
the other would grow, and that process 
would be worked out gradually and must 
occupy some time. The number of 
adjutants they should require was 280. 
and he had the details which he could give 
if it was thought necessary. It was perhaps 
enough to say that having given that 
figure, any Member of the House could 
make his own calculations. As regarded 
the camp allowance, later in the debate 
his hon. friend, who had great experience 
in these matters, would make a statement. 
As regarded the allowances for food and 
other matters the calculations had been 
made, not by members of the Army 
Council merely, not by soldiers who 
«lid not understand the Volunteers, but 
by the most skilled Volunteer officers 
who worked out their calculations on the 
best information they could get. The 
House might take it from him that the 
accounts had been arrived at, not with 
any intention of concealing anything, not 
not with any intention of putting forward 
estimates which would afterwards have to 
heexceeded, but upon the footing thatthey 
were endeavouring to put before the 
House a fair answer to the question, 
“What is the largest sum you are 
likely to spend ?” and they had taken the 
estimate upon a war footing. That had 


Mr. HALDANE said the expenses of 
the associations and other matters would 
bg purely incidental. If the associations 
were asked to undertake regular military 
duties the financial system would have 
to be extended. The question of the 
bounties did not come into this Resolu- 
tion at all. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he would like to ask hon. Gentlemen 
who had listened to the debate and 
the explanations of the Government 
whether they really understood what 
financial control the House of Commons 
would be able to exercise in future. 
Were the printed explanations really 
worth the paper they were printed 
on? What Parliamentary control would 
there be in future over this very impor- 
tant and growing part of our military 
expenditure ? The Secretary of State 
assumed that, if he applied to the 
Territorial Army the same system of 
finance that had been in the past 
applied to the Volunteers, he would 
not be open to criticism. But he 
must remember that the new Terri- 
torial Army was going to be some- 
thing altogether different from the old 
Volunteers. In the first place, the 
Territorial Army was to include a con- 
siderable portion of the old Militia, and 
the audit of the accounts of the old 
Militia had always been on the strictest 
Army basis, and was not subject to the 
exceptions and limitations which applied 
to the Volunteers. The War Secretary 
said, “You must allow the commanding 
officers of Volunteer units considerable 
latitude, and if you attempt to exercise 


over them the kind of control that 
you exercise over the finances of the 
Regular Army, you will make the 


working of this scheme impossible.” 
3ut it now appeared that the latitude 


| was not to be allowed to the commanding 


been complained of, but they would | 


have had a great deal more complaint if 
they had taken it on a peace footing. 


*Mr. McCRAE said the right hon. 


| officers and the associations. 


Gentleman had not answered the question | 


Mr. Haldane. 


officers, but to the County Associations, 
and all the correspondence which might 
have gone on between the commanding 
officers and the War Office, would now 
have to go on between the commanding 
Parliament 
therefore, would, have no control to see 
that the money it voted was expended 
on the objects for which it was voted. 
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The Financial Secretary had sat for, vided the Army Council gave its written 


many years on the Public Accounts 


Committee, and it had been his pleasure to | 


sit with him for a short time on that body. 


He wondered what the hon. Gentleman | 
thought of the finance of this Army | 


scheme. 


He had written a memorandum, | 


he had made a speech, but he had not | 


given them his opinion. He would be 


surprised if the hon, Gentleman, whose | 


behalf 
in- 
were 


intervention in the debates in 
of financial control had not been 
frequent, and whose opinions 
on record, approved of the 
proposed to be established under this Bill. 
What was to happen? He did not 
speak of payments for training. They, 


system | 


he understood, would be added in some | 
way to the expenses of the Regular | 


Forces. 
ind was a change of importance, as 
the hon. Gentleman had rightly said. He 
was not dealing with that or criticising it. 
He was speaking only of the money 
to be paid to the County Associations. 
He ventured to say that Parliament would 
have no control over that expenditure, 
and would not be able to say whether it 
had been devoted to the purposes for 
which it had been voted. The money 
would be audited, no doubt; but the 
Parliamentary audit to which they 
ittached importance was not merely an 
audit which showed that there were 
vouchers for every item of expenditure, 
but it was an audit which showed that the 
money had gone to the objects for which 
Parliament had voted it. That they 
would not see under this Bill. There was 
no provision for it. What was the position 
under Clause 3% It was that the associa 
tion should submit to the Army Council 
its statement of necessary requirements, 
and all the payments by the Army 
Council to the association were to be 
made on the basis of the statement of 
requirements in so far as they were 
approved by the Army Council. Then 
Sub-section 3, which the right hon. 
Gentleman said was very stringent in its 
terms, and which he pointed to as setting 
up a special safeguard, said— 

“ All money so paid to an association shall, 
subject to regulations under this Act, be 
applicable to any of the purposes specified in 
the approved statements in accordance with 
which the money has been granted, but not 
otherwise except with the written consent of 
the Army Council.” 

In the first place let him observe that the 
money might be spent “otherwise,” pro- 


That was perfectly satisfactory, | 


consent, without Parliament knowing 
anything whatever about it. Where was 
the Parliamentary control ? The Financial 
Secretary had given them some idea of the 
form, They would pay the allowance per 
efficient man, for instance, to the County 
Association. The estimate was based on 
the assumption that they had so many 
Yeomanry and so many Infantry within 
the county. What control had Parlia- 
ment to see that the money went to the 
Infantry or to the Yeomanry? Why 
could not the County Association take 
the money voted for the Infantry 
and apply it to the Yeomanry, or take 
the money voted for the Yeomanry 
and apply it to the Infantry? The 
County Association might spend the 
money for any purpose specified in an 


approved statement. They did not 
need any regulations: the Bill said 


that the County Association might de- 
vote the money paid to them to any 
of the purposes approved by the Army 
Council; Parliament had no control, and 
even if there were regulations, Parliament 
would have no control over those regula- 
The money which Parliament 
intended for Infantry might be spent on 
Yeomanry, or vice versa. Suppose there 
were three specific purposes, and a sum 
of money was allotted in respect of each. 
There was no reason why the association 
should not spend the whole of the money 
on one of those purposes, and neglect the 
other two. As the Bill stood, he did not 
think that even the consent of the Army 
Council was necessary; but without 
consent the association might do exactly 
what they pleased with the money. : 


tions, 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE For INDIA (Mr. CHARLES Hope 
HOUSE, Bristol, E.) pointed out that all 
the money paid to the County Associa- 
tions was subject to the regulations 
under the Act, and those regulations 
were subject to the consent of the 
Treasury. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


| he could not agree with that reading of 


| the Bill. 


As the clause stood no recula- 


| tions were necessary, and the associations 


} 


could do as he had stated. With the 
consent of the Army Council these 
associations could do exactly what they 
pleased with the money which Parlia- 
ment voted. Parliament would have 
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voted the money, the associations would 
proceed to spend it, and the control of 
Parliament would be gone. What audit 
would there be of these funds? The 
right hon, Gentleman had stated that 
they could not have a stricter audit than 
they had at present, but he did not 
think the present contro! was at all 
satisfactory. ‘The Reports of the Public 
Accounts Committee showed that there 
had been misappropriations—he meant, 
of course, honest misappropriations—ot 
money which Parliament had voted. 
But that was not all. Was the present 
system satisfactory from the point of 
view of the Volunteers ? He had had to 
bring before the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman the case of the command- 
ing ofticer of a Worcestershire battalion 
who had been surcharged for the first 
time for a particular expenditure on 
behalf of his battalion, and he had been 
made personally liable for it. He had 
appealed to the Secretary for War to 
relieve him of that charge. Under 
the present system they exercised a 
spasmodic, irregular, and arbitrary con- 
trol, and that was not good for the 


Volunteers or for the maintenance of 
the control of Parliament over ex- 

liture. He contended that if Parlia- 
penaiture. e contended that 1 Faria 
ment was to have any control over 


expenditure they must appropriate the 
money within certain limits to particular 
objects and guard against its transference 
from one object toanother. With regard 
to the form of the Votes, the accepted 
rule of procedure was that if any 
serious change was contemplated the 
approval of the Public Accounts Com- 
the 


mittee should be obtained before 
Vote was presented to Parliament. He 
understood the Secretary for War to 


say that that would be done in this case. 
Mr. HALDANE assented, 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


he was obliged to the right hon. Gentle- 
man for that admission. Might he | 
suggest that the right hon. Gentleman 
should go a little further? What they 
all wanted to know in regard to the 
Territorial Army was what it would cost | 
when it was in working order. Could | 
they not have the whole cost of the | 
Territorial Army pit into one Vote ? 
Hitherto the Militia, Yeomanry, and 
Volunteers had been put into one Vote, 
but the right hon. Gentleman excluded | 


Mr Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 


Reserve Forces (Expenses). 1688 


stores, artillery, ammunition, and things 
of that kind, which had hitherto been 
charged on other Votes, and he did not pro- 
pose to include them in the Vote for the 
Territorial Army. He knew that that was 
done with a desire to give the House the 
fullest possible information, but he was 
convinced that the very trouble that had 
been taken to inform the House often 
only succeeded in misleading it. In the 
case of the Somaliland Expedition, for 
instance, there was every desire to give 
the House all information, but owing to 
the way the Estimates were cast, the 
Government never could give the House 
an estimate of the actual cost of that 
expedition by itself. He thought that 
was most unsatisfactory, and he 
therefore invited the right hon. Gentle- 
man to consider the possibility of 
collecting the whole cost ~ the 
Territorial Army into the same Vote. 
He wished also to a word or two 
about the Estimates. The right hon. 
Gentleman wanted to tell them what the 
cost of the new Territorial Army would 
be, and he had given an estimate of the 
running cost, but he had given no esti- 
mate of the initial ~ He did not 
know whether hon. Members realised the 
kind of capital expenditure involved in 
the organisation of the Army. He was 
quite certain that if this scheme was 
to be made effective, involving as it did 
a much more extensive use of depots, 
very large capital expenditure must be 
incurred. And what was going to be the 
position in regard to the Volunteer drill- 
halls? Would they all be handed over 
free, or would the debt due upon them be 
considered a charge on future capitation 
grants? He understood that when they 
robbed the old sinking fund they did so 
in order to wipe out the Volunteer debts, 
and in order that in future there should 
be no such debts. They were now told 
that new drill-halls could not be built 
for the new Territorial Army by the 
Government, althought they might make 
grants for that purpose through the 
County Associations. That reply had 
left the whole question in a state of con- 
fusion. If the taking over of the debts 
on the drill-halls was not done with the 
object of freeing them from debt, what 
was the object ? Why should they now 
restart the system of borrowing money 
where new drill-halls were required ? 
He confessed that even after what had 
been said by the Secretary of State for 


ot 


say 


cost. 





ot 


he 
mn 
SO 
iS, 
ld 
ld 
It 
1e 
< 
1e 
id 
n- 
ts 
1e 


Ww 
Vy 





1689 Territorial and 


War he retained his scepticism as to the 
value of the estimates which had been 
given. He did not believe it would be 
possible to work the scheme even for the 
services at present contemplated within 
the limits of the estimated expenditure. 
He was quite certain that if they were 
going to have a territorial system the 
amount of money which they would have 
to spend was inno way fully indicated 
by the Estimates. In regard to depots 
and drill-halls he pressed particularly for 
an answer. In the matter of depots, the 
right hon. Gentleman in the early stage 
might be able to scrape along, though 
they were at present inconvenient and 
insutticient, but the expenditure on new 
depots would grow just in proportion as 
the scheme proceeded and succeeded, 
and thereby a great capital obligation 
would be incurred for which the right 
hon. Gentleman had made no provision, 
and which he was leaving others to 
provide when they came after him. 


; | 

\Mr. HALDANE was understood to say | 

hat the depots would be for the third 
hattalions, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
asked whether the depots, in view of 
what had been said by the Inspector- 
(xeneral of Recruiting, provided proper 
iccommodation for the third battalions. 
Was it the kind of accommodation which 
vould make the third battalions respect 
themselves, and respected in the eyes of 
the nation? Another point to which he 
wished to direct attention had been 
referred to by.the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, but it 
had not been touched upon by the 
Fi Secretary. The Secretar) 


inancial 
of State for War definitely pledged him- 
self last night that the position of the 
Yeomanry should be substantially as 
comfortable under the new scheme as it 
had been in the past. The right hon. 
Gentleman said he meant t» have only 
one standard of comfort in future, and 
that standard must be the 5s. 6d. 
standard of the Yeomanry. He _ had 
indicated that he could do it more 
cheaply, but it was to be the is. 6d. 
standard. The right hon. Gentleman 
might?be successful in getting 5s. 6d. 
worth for 4s. but that meant a great 
levelling up for which he saw no pro- 
vision made. That was one of many 
points at which he believed the scheme | 
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would break down. The only chance 
for the financial prophecies not proving 
false would be that the Territorial 
Army should never come into existence. 


*\f{r. GODDARD (Ipswich) said he 
was very much disturbed by the line the 
debate had taken in regard to the 
financing of the Territorial Army, and 
hoped some clearer assurances would be 
given to the House by the right hon. 
Gentleman than it had yet received that 
there would be no lowering of the 
Parliamentary control over the finance. 
He confessed that the Secretary of State 
for War had not made that satisfactory 
to his mind yet. It seemed to him that 
there would be large sums paid out over 
which Parliament would have no control 
at all—he meant sums other than those 
which were being paid out now under 
the head of the Volunteer Force. If 
Parliament was justified in one thing 
more than another, it was in protesting 
against any withdrawal of its right to 
control the finances of the different 
Departments. He felt doubt on this 
subject on account of a remark which 
had fallen from the right hon. Gentleman, 
He understood him to say that if more 
confidence had been placed in the military 
authorities, and if they had not been 
supervised quite so much in the past, 
there would have been greater economy. 


Mr. HALDANE said he had saved at 
least £1,000,000 this year by adopting 
that plan, and the control of Parliament 
was as great as ever. 


*Mr. GODDARD said he was not 
disputing that fact. The right hon. 
Gentleman had suggested that that 
might be carried out to a much 
greater degree than at present, and that 
if the military men had more liberty 
greater economy could be effected. He 
was very doubtful about that himself. 
As a member of the Public Accounts 
Committee of long standing he did not 
think that that statement was justified 
by experience. Cases had constantly 
come under the observation of that 
Committee which did not seem to 
warrant the suggestion that there would 
be greater economy if there was less 
observation and less control by the Audit 
Department. More control and not 
less was wanted than at present. It 
appeared to him that under the financial 
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{ 


arrangements of the Bill there was an 
exaggerated amount of sirement—the | 
power of transferring money voted for 
one purpose to another purpose with the 
sanction of the Treasury. Up to the 
present time that form of transfer could 
only be done with the sanction of | 
the Treasury, but under the financial 
proposals of the Bill the same 
power was given to the Army Council. 
Personally he had always said that he 
had great doubts as to the value of the 
principle of virement. It involved one of 
those practices which he had always con- 
sidered dangerous, and it seemed to him | 
most undesirable to extend the principle. 





Stk HOWARD VINCENT said it 
was a great comfort to him that such 
financial authorities as the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean and the hon. Member for 
East Edinburgh had as much doubt | 
about the financial arrangements of the | 
Bill as he had himself. He had en- 
deavoured to follow the speeches of the 
Secretary of State for War, and he had 
read the numerous Papers which had | 
been issued, but he had not been able to 
make head or tail of the finance of the 
scheme. In taking that view of what 
the hon. Member for East Edinburgh 
called a Chinese puzzle he felt that he 
was in extremely good company. He 
would suggest to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that the best course would be to 
withdraw the Bill. As a practical man 
he must recognise that they were wasting 
their time to a considerabie extent. The 
constitution of the County Associations | 
had not been discussed, and the scheme was | 
being forced through by the guillotine. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean had said that it was 
quite impossible to think that the Bill 
could pass in its present form. If the 
view that the Bill should be withdrawn 
did not commend itself to the right hon. 
Gentleman, he would like more enlighten- 
ment as to the finance of the measure. 
The scheme had been launched with 
promises of economy on the present sys- 
tem, which cost £4,500,000. The new | 
scheme was to cost £2,800,000, but | 
already.an approximate estimate showed | 
that there were additions of about | 
£625,000. Anyone who analysed|this addi- | 
tional cost to the estimates would arrive at | 
the conclusion so clearly stated by two hon. | 


Mr. Goddard. 
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Gentlemen on the Ministerial side of 
the House, that the amount had been 
under-estimated to a very considerable 
extent. The camp allowance and the 
supplement for rations and staff was put 
at £170,000 ; but was it possible that 
after the declarations and undertakings 
of the Secretary of State as to the comfort 
that was to be provided for the Territorial 
Army—ineluding the Volunteers, Yeo- 
manry and Militia—that anything like 
£170,000 would be adequate for that 
purpose? As to the adjutants for th 
Territorial Forces, he was exceedingly 
glad and grateful that the Secretary of 
State had given way on that point. His 
conviction was that the withdrawal of the 
adjutants provided by the Regular Army 
would have been the greatest blow that 
could be imagined for the Auxiliary 
Forces. But he very much doubted whether 


| the amount allotted for the adjutants, 


£140,000, was anything like sufficient 
The original estimate was £210,000 tor 
the units of cavalry and infantry ; but 
nothing was said as to artillery and 
engineers ; and greater importance was 
now attached to field arcillery than 
even to cavalry and infantry. The House 
would notice a very serious state 
ment made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man in referring to this matter that 
day. The right hon. Gentleman said 
in effect that the present units would 
be no guide to the number of units 
of the Territorial Force. That meant that 
all the past expense and labour incurred 
by commanding ofticers in providing drill 
halls, ranges, and exercise grounds would 
be thrown away, while many of the units 
would be disbanded, or amalgamated 
with others. At the least, the lessening 
of the responsibility of commanding 
officers would seriously damage the 


| efticiency of what was now the Voluntee: 


Force. If the right hon. Gentleman had 
consulted commanding officers all over the 
country he would have found that there 
was nothing more advantageous to the 
Volunteer Force than the responsibility of 
the commanding officers ; and if that 
responsibility was to be transferred to the 
County Associations a very diflerent state 
of things would soon prevail. No provision 
was made for an adequate staff of sergeant- 
instructors necessary for training. He 
had endeavoured to obtain an asstirance 
from the right hon. Gentleman that the 
sergeant-instructors would be retained, 
but he had got no satisfactory answer. 
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He maintained that the new scheme 
could not be made to work unless a 
full and ample proportion of sergeant- 
instructors was given to each battalion. 
As to the uniforms, under the original 
plan it was only proposed to give one 
field-service dress ; but not only” was an 
out-walking dress required, but a brigade 
dress ; and it was impossible to suppose 
that the Territorial Army would be 
content with less. There were many 
other items which the right hon. Gentle- 
man’ had neglected to take into account, 
as to which, he thought, Parliament 
ought to be informed before it passed 
the Bill. For instance, was the pay of 
fourteen divisional generals to be charged 
to the Territorial Army ? 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said that 
if the hon. and gallant Gentleman looked 
at the Paper 3,296, page 5, and at the 
first two columns at the left hand he 
would find the information. 
said he | 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT 
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information to the House which would 
enable it to exercise its chief function of 
controlling expenditure. He thought the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Forest of Dean sometimes devoted his 
manifold talents to scaring his own friends 
somewhat unnecessarily, and that he 
had done so on this occasion. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that the pro- 
vision for clothing was ridiculously under- 
estimated ; and the House would pardon 
him if he went somewhat fully into the 
details of that particular item. The right 
hon. Gentleman had referred to what he 
apparently believed to be inconsistent 
Answers given by the Secretary of State 
for War to Questions put during the 
present session. The Answers were all 
correct, but they showed the difficulty of 
dealing with particular items apart from 
the general scheme. The scheme must 
be considered as a whole, and they 
must have perfectly clear in their 
own minds what uniforms they were 


| going to give to the Territorial Force 


did not see anything there about fourteen | 


divisional generals. It was just possible 
that the Under-Secretary for India, having | 
sufficient leisure, had been able to evolve | 
that, but he had not been able to find it. 


suid the hon. and 
it from 
major- 


Mr. HALDANE 
gallant Gentleman might take 
him that the full salary of a 


and what they were going to pay for that 
purpose. It was proposed to give two 
suits of uniform to every one of the 
160,000 men of the infantry branch of 


| the ‘Territorial Army to start with. The 


general for each division was provided | 
| Territorial soldier would only come out 


for in the Estimates. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT 
was much obliged to the 
Gentleman for his 
complained further as to the absence of | 
details in regard to 
ments and said there was 
the Estimates in regard to capital ex- 
penditure for drill halls, ranges, and | 
exercise grounds. There was no doubt | 
that much pressure would be brought | 


explanation. He | 


said he | 
right hon. | 


rations and equip: | 
nothing in | 


to bear on the War Office and the 
Secretary of State to enlarge the) 


Estimates to an enormous extent to carry 
the scheme through. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
was sure that no one present would 
grudge in any way the time spent 
on this important discussion; and he 
could assure the House that there was 
no reluctance on the part of the oc- 


estimate is it? 


| first uniform, known as the service dress, 
| would cost 66s. 10d., and that included 
jacket, trousers, putties, cap, and great- 
coat. It did not include the cost of a 
pair of boots, but the cost of soleing a 
pair of boots, the reason being that as the 


for fourteen days training it could not be 
expected that the State should provide 
him with a pair of boots ; but it was reason- 
able that the pair of boots he used in civil 
life should be re-soled at the cost of the 
State. For the second suit there was an 
allowance of 30s. The cost of providing 
uniforms for each man was, therefore, 
£4 16s. 10d., and the total estimated 
expenditure for the 160,000 men was 
£780,000. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Whose 
Whitechapel’s or the 


| Army Clothing Department’s ? 


cupants of the Treasury Bench to give | 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said it 
was the estimate of the Army Clothing 
Department, and from his own experience 
he thought it could be done a great deal 
cheaper. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: Sweating! 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said {he could say was that even if the right 


that £720,000 was provided in 
Estimate for clothing, or £60,000 less 
than the apparent cost of £780,000. 


the | hon. Gentleman’s most stringent condi- 


| tions were not observed it was unques- 
| tionable that the control over the new 


The deficit was explained by the fact | Territorial Force would be infinitely 


that some of the articles—belts for 
instance—would not need renewing 
during the four years of service. It was 
said that the provision of £140,000 a 
year for the Regular adjutants for the 


Territorial Force was an under-estimate | 


of the cost. On the contrary, after pro- 


viding for 280 adjutants at £420 each, it | 


would leave £20,000 for unforeseen con- 
tingencies. But a much more important 
point was the control which was to be 
exercised by the House over the expendi- 
ture of the money provided for the 


Territorial Force. He recognised the 
overwhelming importance of the full 


control of expenditure by the House ; 


| greater than the present control over the 
|commanding officers of the Volunteer 
Force. He had endeavoured to make 
clear those two most important points, 
and trusted he had succeeded. The 
right hon. Gentleman had spoken of 


the transfer of depots and of the 
maintenance of drill halls. The right 


hon. Gentlemen would remember that at 
the beginning of this year the Govern- 
ment took £500,000, which enabled them 
to take over from the Loans Commis, 
sioners the mortgages of the drill halls. 
If those drill halls came under the control 


of the County Associations the mortgages 


and if he thought there was any lowering | 


of that control under the Bill he would 
not be there advocating it. The words 
of Clause 3 were clear on that point 


They provided that the County Associa- | 


tion could not vary the application of the 


money paid to them, even though they | 


had the written consent of the Army 
-‘ouncil, without the approval of the 
‘,reasury. The words of the Bill were— 
** All money so paid to an association shall, 
subject to regulations under this Act, be 
applicable to any of the purposes specified on 
the approved statements in accordance with 
which the money has been granted, but not 
otherwise except with the written consent of 
the Army Council.” 
If the words which 
to leave out were omitted the County 
Associations could spend money on the 
various objects for which it was voted 
without any consent of the Army Council, 
but the moment they put in the words— 
“ Subject to the regulations of this Act,” 
which brought in the Treasury, they 
would realise that they could not 
vary the application of the money. 
He had often from the opposite side of 
the House been as jealous as any hon. 
Gentleman opposite that the expendi- 
ture put at the disposal of 


| from the State. 


would be wiped off, which would give the 
drill halls to them free of debt, and out 
of the funds placed at their disposal they 
would have to maintain those drill halls 
just in the same way as some economical 
-and he used the word advisedly 
Volunteer corps managed to maintain their 
drill halis out of the money they derived 
The right ton. Gentle- 
nan would understand that the depots 


_did not come within the Territorial Forces 


| battalions. 


it was proposed | 


at all. They were outside because they 
were raised for the purpose of training 
He hoped he had made 
these matters clear and that the House 
would now come to a decision. 


CoLoneEL KEN YON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said he was very much 
puzzled with regard to certain points con- 
nected with the financial position of the 
County Associations, and, therefore, 
desired to put one or two propositions to 
the right hon. Gentleman who might 
signify his assent, or dissent, by a motion 
of his head. In the first place, he under- 
stood that these County Associations were 


| to have nothing to do with the settlement 


of the pay and emoluments of the officers 
and men of the Territorial Force. Was 


| that so ? 


the | 


Departments of State should be fully | 
| time to make speeches and not to cross- 
| examine Ministers. 


known, and as fully under the control of 
the House as possible. He believed the 
words to which he had drawn atten- 
tion met all proper requirements of 
the House. He believed they met every 
objection put forward by the right hon. 
Member for East Worcestershire, and all 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that that was the 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY said he 
had only put it in that way to save time. 
It was a very important point, because 
it touched the financial portion of the 
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scheme. He hoped it was true that the 
County Associations would have no con- 
trol over the Regular Forces until some 
fresh development took place. He hoped 
it was also true that they would have 
nothing to do with discipline, and that it 
would be absolutely out of the power of 
any County Association in any sense 
whatever to send the hat round for any 
expenditure on behalf of the force. If that 
were so, the County Associations would 
draw every penny of income which 


they administered through the Army | 


Council, and with the consent of the 
Army Council, and he understood the 
Army Council would have to go through 
and assent to every item of the expendi- 
ture. He therefore assumed that the 
Army Council was really acting under 
the responsibility of the Secretary of 
State for War. 


Mr. HALDANE said he was unable to 
put it so shortly. The Secretary of State 
was only a member of the Army Council, 
hut in another way he was responsible to 
Parliament, and in that sense no doubt he 
would control the Army Council. 


*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that the 
right hon. and gallant Member could now 
only deal with the financial question and 
not with the general objects of the Bill. 


COLONEL KEN YON-SLANEY said the 
powers of the County Associations seemed 
to touch the financial question more 
closely than the Government were will- 
ing to allow. He understood that the 
County Associations were to be em- 
powered to put out contracts for the 
supply of the different necessities for the 
Territorial soldiers in their jurisdiction, 
and for drill halls and rifle ranges, but he 
did not understand what security they 
had to give to the contractors. They 
had no capital moneys of their own and 
he did not know whose credit they had 
to pledge. 


Mr. HALDANE said the Loans Com- 
missioners. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY asked 
whether that was sufficient. 


Mr. HALDANE said it could not, 
under the clause in the Bill, be done 
without the assent of the Army Council. 
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| *Mr. SPEAKER reminded the right 

hon. and gallant Gentleman that that was 
| the time to make speeches, and not to ask 
questions. He also reminded him that 
the House was now discussing the 
financial Resolution; that the position 
of the County Associations was not now 
before the House. This Resolution 
referred to the provision and payment of 
money to be devoted by Parliament to 
the Territorial Forces. 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY _ ex- 
pressed his regret that he should have 
contravened the rules of order. He 
would pass from the County Associations 
and allude to a question with which he 
had been closely concerned, namely, 
that which arose at the end of the 
debate on the previous evening on 
the question of camp allowance. He 
desired to put forward what he under- 
stood to be the pledged position of 
the right hon. Gentleman. He under- 
stood from the right hon. (sentleman 
that the cavalry of the Territorial 
Army when in camp would not suffer 
in their substantial comforts through 
any reduction of pay. He would not, 
he thought, be far wrong when he 
put the difference in the cost of those 
substantial comforts at 3s. per man, 
and on that estimate, on the territorial 
cavalry, which was to be 50,000, the 
right hon. Gentleman would have to 
spend £7,000. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man had to give those substantial comforts 
to the remaining 250,000 of the Terri- 
torial Force, to carry out his pledge he 
would have to spend £37,500. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) said he did not think that the 
speeches of the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean and of 
the hon. Member for East Edinburgh 
had yet received a reply. There was 
the question of the ordinary service 
dress. The Under-Secretary for India 
had told them that the cost of the new 
dress for the Infantry, including great 
coat, helmet, &c., would be 66s, 10d., and 
that 9d. would be given as boot allowance. 
The right hon. Gentleman, when asked 
a question on the 8th April by the hon. 
Member for Darlington, stated that the 
cost of the new suit, including great coat, 
helmet, cap, putties, &c., would be 
£2 17s. 3d. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
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colleague had just said that it would ' 


cost 66s. 10d. 
Mr. HALDANE: For both suits. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he certainly 
had not understood that it was for both 
suits, but only for the new service dress. 
In the revised Estimate the cost of the 
walking-out dress was £113,000 for 
300,000 men. That worked out at 7s. 
per walking-out dress, which was an 
absurd sum. He appealed to hon. Mem- 
bers whether 7s. for a walking-out dress 
for any member of a Volunteer Force 
was not a perfectly grotesque figure. 


{COMMONS} Reserve Forces (Expenses). 


17.0 


Suppose they had, in a 
five battalions, two of 


regiments. 
given area, 


' which were strong, and three required 


The upkeep of the Service dress was an | 


annual expense. 
cost going to be? 
into the Estimate ? 


What was the capital 
Why was it not put 


Mr. HALDANE: It is not wanted. 


Lorp BALCARRES said they had 
settled to amalgamate the forces in 
the next four years. Every article of 
costume, barring belts and, perhaps, 
haversacks, would have to be replaced, 
and that would mean a large capital out- 
lay. The right hon. Gentleman proposed 
to give 300,000 men a walking-out dress 
which would cost 7s. per man. Every- 
body knew that the walking-out dress of 
a Volunteer up to the present had cost 
anything from £2 up to four guineas. 
It was not the fault of the Secretary of 
State that he could not explain the 
matter. It was utterly misleading to 
put in the Estimate that they were going 
to supply 300,000 men with a walking- 
out dress that was to cost 7s. per man. 
The Estimate would have to be revised. 
They had already had a second edition 
of it, and the sooner they got a third 
edition the better able they would be 
to ascertain what was likely to be the 
approximate cost. The right hon. Gentle- 
wan had omitted to answer the question 
of the hon. Member opposite who wanted 
to know what the parade dress was 
going to be. That was an important 
point with a direct financial bearing. 
The right hon. Gentleman had announced 
that night, for the first time, although 
many questions had been previously 
asked, that the number of Infantry bat- 
talions in the new territorial scheme was 
to be 168. That involved the disband- 


to be disbanded. Was the right hon. 
Gentleman going to merge those men, 
with different uniforms, into the new 
battalion? If that was done, it would 
make the corps ridiculous. The right 
hon. Gentleman ought to tell them frankly 
what he meant to do on this question. 
There were two items which the right 
hon. Gentleman said did not come within 
the scope of the Resolution. The first 
item was the depots, and the second was 
the bounties. The outlay which would be 
necessary on the depots in the next five 
or six years would perhaps amount to 
millions of money. Many of the depots 
were in an insanitary condition and 
badly constructed. They would have 
to be put right, and some would have to 
be rebuilt substantially, owing to the 
requirements of the Territorial Force. 
That was a great outlay, for which this 
measure was directly responsible. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that the Resolu- 
tion did not cover the bounties. He did 
not deny that, but it provided for all the 
expenses of raising and maintaining the 
Territorial Force. He had always under- 
stood that the bounties would come 
within this provision; he now understood 
they did not. They had always been 
told that the fundamental principle of 
the Bill was to make two lines—the 
Territorial Army and the Regular Army. 
The persons to whom the bounties were 
to be paid were boys of seventeen or 
eighteen years of age, who would cer- 
tainly not be members of the Regular 
Army, and, if they were not members of 
the Territorial Army, then the scheme 
between the two Lines broke down. 
They had 60,000 or 70,000 persons to 
whom they had to pay bounties, but who 
were neither in the Territorial Force, 
nor members of the Regular Army. 
Although that might not affect the finance 
with which they were now concerned, 
it had a remarkable bearing on the 
general statement of the Secretary of 
State. And what about the storage of 
equipments ? They were told that day for 
the first time that an immense number of 
the battalions were to be disbanded. He 
dared say that might be right, but it 
would have a decided financial effect on 
the question of storage of equipments. 
At the present moment small battalions 


ment of scores of existing Volunteer! had small store houses for rifles, and so 


Lord Balcarres. 
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on, If they disbanded those small batta- 
lions, as would occur very likely in a 
country town, they risked not getting 
recruits in future for the Territorial Force. 
During the last dozen years there had 
been Volunteer Corps disbanded for in- 
efficiency, or some other reason, but if the 
right hon. Gentleman cared to inquire of 
those concerned, he would find that such 
was the bitterness of feeling in those 
places where the regiments had been dis- 
banded, that, ever since, it had been im- 
possible to obtain any recruits for 
new corps. Besides causing bitterness 
and heartburning by disbanding the 
corps, they would have to take over the 
small store houses, while in the large 
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towns they would have to make the store | 


houses bigger. That was a substantial 
outlay, for which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had made no provision whatever. 
They had heard three speeches from the 
Treasury Bench. He thought it would 
have been courteous to the supporters of 
the Government if some reply had been 
given to their criticisms as to the levelling 
up of the standard of the territorial 


infantry to that now prevailing in the | 


Yeomanry. 
the right hon. Gentleman carried out his 


It was a big subject, and if | 


pledge it would cost a great deal of money. 


fhe standard of comfort, whatever its 


costs, now prevailing in the Yeomanry, | 
would be in future the standard of com- | 
fort for the infantry of the Territorial | 


Force. 
mean by that the standard of the mess ? 


He presumed that he did, because that was | 


of the elements of the measure of 
Then another standard 


one 
comfort. 


Did the right hon. Gentleman | 
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was | 


the number of men accommodated per | 


camp. If inquiries were made, it 


would be found that the space allotted | 
in each camp for the Militia or Volun- | 


teers was considerably smaller 


than | 


that usually allotted to the Yeomanry, | 


and the tent accommodation 
enormously enlarged in consequence. 
That was another thing omitted from the 
Estimate. In the original scheme there 
was an extraordinary provision, which he 
thought a very dangerous one, that only 
50 per cent. of the sergeants and those 
below sergeant’s rank were to have 
separation allowance whenincamp. That 
could not stand. If they picked out one 
half of the sergeants and corporals for 
separation allowance they would create an 
impossible state of things. They could not 
penalise men in that way ; they could not 


must. be | 
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make separation allowance a good conduct 
badge. In the case of two men, both long 
service men, both married, they had to. 
choose between those two to whom they 
would give the separation allowance. 
Such a proceeding would inflict incalcul- 
able damage on the morale of the corps, 
and the right hon. Gentleman must make 
up his mind either to take away the 
separation allowance altogether, or to 
give it to all those who, under given 
conditions, would be entitled to receive 
it. There was no provision for rifle clubs 
or rifle ranges. A rifle range had to be 
near to the village in which the members 
of the club lived, and it was a very 
difficult thing to provide even a miniature 
The Government had made no 


range. 
provision for that at all. He thanked. 
the right hon. Gentleman cordially 
for having put £140,000 down for 


Regular Adjutants. That item in itself 
meant the efficiency of thousands of men. 
He wished to know if that £140,000 was 
the only item involved. In the original 
scheme the right hon. Gentleman told 
them that the idle solicitor would be able 
to do the Adjutant’s work, and he con- 
templated withdrawing all the Regular 
Adjutants and adding them to the Regular 
Army so as to reduce the shortage of 
officers. He now proposed to preserve 
largely the etficiency of the Volunteers 
by maintaining the professional Adjutant, 
but the shortage of officers for the 
Regular Army remained. That shortage 
had to be made good; it would involve 
a fresh charge upon the Army funds, and 
he would like to know the cost of that 
item. There were two more omissions 
in regard to rifles and guns. The House 
were aware that the rifles were being 
converted, and this year one-seventh of 
the rifles to be used by the Territorial 
Force were being converted. If the 
right hon. Gentleman meant to convert 
all these rifles before they became 


| obsolete, he would have to spend a great 





deal of money during the next financial 
year. He hoped he was not going to 
take seven years to accomplish that. 
Therefore he would probably have to 
provide for another five-sevenths or six- 
sevenths of the total cost of conversion 
next year, and that was totally unpro- 
vided for. The same with the guns. The 
artillery Volunteers were to be armed with 
the fifteen-pounders, and that gun had also 
to be converted, and only £10,000 was 
provided for the purpose. That woul. 
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only convert thirty-six guns, and 400, Accounts Committee and had given a 
would remain to be dealt with. Conse- | point-blank refusal. 

quently less than 10 per cent. of the | 

total guns would be converted this year. 
It was ridiculous to suppose that they 
were going to take ten years for the con- 
version of those guns; therefore he 
assumed that during the next financial 
year they would have to_ provide 
£90,000 to convert the rest. There 
were other serious omissions from the 
revised Estimate, such as the bad accom- 
modation in the depots and provision for 
bounties. There was no reference to 
storage for equipment, camp and separa- 
tion allowances, rifle clubs and ranges, 
the extra cost for officers caused by 
retaining the adjutants, and service and 
walking out dress. He would not go 
into the maiter of control because 
that had been dealt with by previous 
speakers who had shown the gravity of 
the position. The distinction between 
audit and appropriation had not been 
clearly explained. Even the audit pre- 
wel very grave difficulties. No rough | 7.°°°° : ; 
and ready line could be drawn between discuss the rules. Unless the House of 
administrative expenses and those in. | COmmons was given an opportunity of 
curred in camp. The control of the | understanding the real proposals of the 
House of Commons over the accounts | FOvernment and the cost involved he 
would be lost. In regard to the Yeo- ventured wo my that the confusion and 
manry, every speaker had gone against chaos of the finance of this Army scheme 
the scheme, but they could not expect | would be considerably increased. 
the Government to give way although, 
in his opinion, the Government ought | 
to do so. The right hon. Gentleman 
was asked at Question time if he would! The House divided :—Ayes, 212; Noes, 
submit the form of accounts to the Publie | 82. (Division List No. 188.) 
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Mr. BUCHANAN said his right hon. 
friend was asked if he would refer to 
the Public Accounts Committee the 
Statement of Requirements recently issued, 
and he replied that that Paper was 
only a suggested form to help the dis- 
cussion of this Bill. He stated that 
when the Bill had become law and the 
Estimates had been framed his Estimate 
would be submitted to the Public 
Accounts Committee. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he was glad 
to hear that statement, and he hoped the 
Public Accounts Committee would make 
| a recommendation as to the laying of the 
rules before Parliament and as to the 
surrender of surpluses, to which no 
reference had been made. Whatever 
/ course was taken the control of Parlia- 
ment could not be complete until the 
House of Commons had the right to 





(uestion put. 


AYES. 


‘ornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
‘otton, Sir H. J.S. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 


Brigg, John 
Brodie, H. C. 





Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Allen,A.Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow,John Emmott(Som’rset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

Bell, Richard 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bethell,Sir J.H.(Essex,Romf’rd 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 


Lord Balecarres. 


srooke, Stopfurd 

Brunner, J.F.L. (Lanes., Leigh) 
sryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

3urt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. SydneyChas. 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Corbett,C. Hi(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 


‘owan, W. H. 

‘raig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
‘remer, William Randal 
‘rombie, John William 

‘rooks, William 

‘rosfield, A. H. 

Davies, David(Montgomery Co, 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, §.) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 


i, jy i i i fi pl fe 


| Elibank, Master of 
| Esslemont, George Birnie 
| Evans, Samuel T. 


Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens, T. R. 
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Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone,Rt Hn.Herbert John | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
Henderson,J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles 8. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 

Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton? 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, EdmundG. (Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lamont, Norman 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F. | 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Balearres, Lord 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G( Winchester) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Barrie, H.T. (Londonderry, N.) | 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cecil Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Clynes, J. R. 

Cochrane Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings,Rt. Hn.J.( Birmingham 





| Lynch, H. B. 


| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 


| Mallet, Charles E. 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 


| Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E.) 


| Rogers, F. E. Newman 


{29 May 1907} 


Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk »’ghs) 


M‘Callum, John M. 
M‘Crae, George 


M’Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 


Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alport 

Mond, A. 


| Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 


Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 
Myer, Horatio 
Newnes, F. (Notts, 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doneaster 


Bassetlaw) | 


Nuttall, Harry 

Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, J.Winford (Pembroke 
Pirie, Duncan VY. 

Pollard, Dr. 


Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Radford, G. H. 


Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rendall, Athelstan 
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Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’h 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 


Rowlands, J. 


Russell, T. W. 


NOES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Captain James(Down, E. 
Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Govan | 
Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hervey,F. W.F.( Bury 8. Edm’ds 
Hodge, John 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hudson, Walter 

Hunt, Rowland 
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Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitchapel) 
Schwann,Sir C. E. (Manchester) 
Sears, S. E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Silecock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh. ) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 


| Thomas David Alfred (Merthyr 


Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E. 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Verney, F. W. 
| Walters, John Tudor 
| Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Pa!mer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8. ) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Jowett, F. W. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hn. Col. W 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King,Sir HenrySeymour (Hull) 
Law,Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lea,Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E.) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Dublin,S.) 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macpherson, J. T. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm. G.( Petersfield) 
O’Grady, J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel 
Richards,T.F.(Wolverhampton 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts.S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Seddon, J. 

Shackleton, David James 





TERRITORIAL AND RESERVE FORCES 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) in 
the Chair. | 


Clause 3: 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH moved to 
leave out the words, “for Army services.” 
He explained that the object of the 
Amendment was to make it as clear as 
possible that the money voted by the 
House of Commons should be applied to 
the purposes for which they were granted. 
It appeared to him that under the scheme 
they were going to have considerable 
resort to the system of capitation grants, 
and therefore it was most necessary and 
desirable that they should have as many 
particulars as they could get in regard 
to the sums to be voted. Notwithstand- 
ing what had been said in the previous 
debate the impression still remained on 
his mind that it was the intention of the 
Government to ask the House of Com- 
mons to vote a large aggregate sum, and 
out of that to make grants to the various 
County Associations. He failed to see 
any necessity for the words which he 
proposed to omit from the clause. If 
the obligation was cast upon the Army 
Council to ask the House to vote several 
sums of money they must lay definitely 
before the House their reasons for asking 
for those sums. He felt certain that the 
purposes of the Act would be better 
carried out if Parliament was asked to vote 
definite sums than if the finance of the 
County Associations came out of an aggre- 
gate sum. He hoped the right hon. Gen- 
tleman would restrict the action of the 
Army Council in such a manner as to pre- 
vent money voted for one purpose being 
applied to another. The Amendment, 
he thought, went some way in compelling 
the Army Council to state definitely for 


what purpose the money was required. | 
| that in many districts a large sum 


He begged to move. 


{COMMONS} 


Smith,F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) | 
Stone, Sir Benjamin | 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thorne, William 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker,Col.W.H. (Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
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Walsh, Stephen 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, mid) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Bowles and Viscount 
Castlereagh. 





Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 4, line 25, to leave out the words 
‘for Army services.’”—(Mr. Victor Caven. 


dish.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not 


think the adoption of the Amendment 


would really further the view which 
the right hon. Gentleman had in view, 
The Army Council would have no power 
over moneys voted by Parliament except 
those for Army services. As the right 
hon. Gentleman was well aware, there 
was no general Vote under the Army 
Estimates which the authorities at the 
War Office could use for any general pur- 
poses. Possibly the object which the right 
hon. Gentleman had in view might be made 
the subject of an Amendment at a later 
stage, but nothing would be gained by in- 
sisting on the Amendment now before the 
Committee. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH 


leave to withdraw the Amendment. 


asked 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. COURTHOPE 
moved to omit the words “in the 
opinion of the Army Council.” He 
did not think it should rest with the 
Army Council or any central body to 
say what should be treated as necessary 
expenditure in connection with the dis- 
charge of the County Associations’ 
duties. It was essentially a matter to be 
decided upon the spot. He did not mean 
that the central body should have no 
control at all, but it was impossible for a 
central body to decide exactly what was 
necessary in this or that place or what 
would be spent here and what would be 
saved there. Under the present system, 
as far as the Volunteers were concerned, 
the expenditure out of public funds was 
strictly defined, and the result was 


(Sussex, Rye) 
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hid to be raised by subscription or else 
provided by the company officers in 
order to give the men a training at all 
and comply with the regulations as to 
efficiency. If, however, under the right 
hon. Gentleman’s scheme they were going 
to have a democratic Army, he main- 
tained that that Army should be paid on 
democratic lines and should not be 
dependent upon local subscriptions and 


good will or the generosity of the officers.: 


Toillustrate this, let them takea Volunteer 
company situated in a country district 
far from the battalion’s headquarters. It 
had to be recruited irom seven or eight 
diferent hamlets or villages and was 
served by one rifle range. It might 
or might not be in a central place, 
but at any rate it must be a long 
distance from some squad centres. 
The picture he was trying to draw was 
no exaggeration, for his own company 
was in that position. He had only 
one rifle range for his men, and in order 
to train them properly he had to bring 
them all in to drill. He could not drill 
them entirely in squads at their homes 
because for part of their training it ‘vas 
essential that the company should be 
brought together. It was impossible to 
expect men, whether they were shop 
assistants or agricultural labourers, at 
the end of their day’s work to march 
four or five miles, and in some cases 


twelve miles, to do two hours drill 
and then march home again. The 
Government must provide such men 


withthe means to convey them toand from 
their homes for drill. It was a necessary 
expenditure if the men were to be trained 
at all, but it was an expenditure which 
had not been recognised in the past, 


and would not in the future, if the 
expenditure was to be _ stereotyped 
by Army Council regulations. There 
were many other instances to which 


the same thing applied. It was quite 
impossible for the Army Council to 
appreciate all the difficulties of individual 
cases. The responsibility of the company 
officers would remain under the new 
system as it was now, and that alone would 
absolutely destroy any democratic prin- 
ciple which the Government wished to 
apply. He hoped the Government would 
accept his Amendment, or at least give 
some satisfactory assurance that the whole 
of the necessary expenditure would be 
met by the Treasury, and that officers 
wouid in future be freed from the obli- 
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gation of finding money to train and 
equip their men. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed :— 


“Tn page 4, line 26, to leave out the words 
‘in the opinion of the Army Council.’ ”— 
(Mr. Courthope.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that if the Bill 
passed the association for the county would 
send in to the Army Council an estimate 
of the amount of money it would probably 
want for the various corps under its 


jurisdiction for travelling and other 
; A : 
charges. If the Army Council con- 


sidered, on investigation, that it was a 
reasonable amount they would grant it. 
The object the hon. Member had in view 
would be attained by the clause as it 
stood ; and it would not be helped in any 
way by leaving out the words suggested 
in his Amendment. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said that 
he had given notice of a similar Amend- 
ment, but for quite other reasons than 
those mentioned by his hon. friend. The 
object he had in view was to secure that, 
when once the money had been voted, 
it should be spent, not as the Army 
Council might think proper, but as the 
House of Commons had decided it should 
be spent when it voted the money. 
What he was afraid of was that if these 
words were left in, after the money had 
been voted by Parliament there might 
be an inclination on the part of the Army 
Council of the day to spend it possibly 
in directions other than those already 
decided upon by Parliament ; and there- 
fore he thought that the words were 
unnecessary. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmorland, 
Appleby) said he was one of those who had 
shared the doubt as to how far the scheme 
of the Bill would meet the requirements 
of sound financial control; but he was 
convinced that it was sounder than the 
scheme proposed by the hon. Member 
|who moved the Amendment. The 
/hon. Member’s proposal was, as he 
| understood it, that the local associa- 
| tions should have the last word to say 
as to the allocation and  expendi- 
‘ture of the money voted by Parliament. 
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He regarded it as of importance that the 
last word should be with the Army 
Council, and that was what the words 
proposed to be left out secured. He there- 
fore would oppose the Amendment. A 
right hon. Gentleman had come forward 
with a similar Amendment from the 
opposite point of view, with which he had 
the greatest possible sympathy, of main- 
taining the control of Parliament, but it 
seemed to him that it would have an 
effect contrary to what his right hon. 
friend desired. As the clause stood the 
County Association would have to justify 
their claims to the Army Council. The 
contradictory grounds on which this 
Amendment had been supported on the 
other side seemed to him absolutely fatal 
to it, and he hoped it would be with- 
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of the Army Council were to prevail over 
the views of the associations, and the 
Army Council was to have the last word 
as to the direction in which the money 
was to be expended. If these words 
were expunged, the clause would read 
perfectly naturally and reasonably as 
tollows :—“ The Army Council shall pay 
to an association, out ‘of money voted by 
Parliament for Army services, such sums 
as are required to meet the necessary 
expenditure connected with the exercise 
and discharge by the association of its 
powers and duties,” and he could not see 
that the authority of the Army Council 
was weakened in any way by the 
Amendment. He thought the words 
which it was proposed to omit were 
redundant and might therefore well be 
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drawn. 


Mr. FORSTER (Kent, Sevenoaks) did 
not see why the words “in the opinion of 
wereintheclauseat all. 
As far as he could make out the reason 
was that it was intended that the views 


the Army Council” 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Bell, Richard 

Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bethell,SirJ.H.(Essex,Romf’rd 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 
Causton,Rt.Hn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt: Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 


Mr. Leif Jones. 


left out. 





Noes, 40. 


AYES. 


Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

‘ollins, Ste »phen (Lambeth) 
‘orbett, CH(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
‘otton, Sir H. J. 8. 

‘owan, W. H. 

‘remer, William Randal 
‘rombie, John William 
‘rooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Duckworth, James 

Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Elibank, Master of 
Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F, 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A, (Suffolk) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 


ee 


~ 


| Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire, N.E. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 200; 
(Division List No. 189.) 


Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 
Hemmerde, Edward Georg 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M.( Aberdeen, W.} 
Henry, Charles 8. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor(Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Holt, Richard Durning 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lamont, Norman 

Lea, HughCecil(St. Pancras, E.) 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Ly nch, H. B. 


| Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester, 


Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk Bg’hs) 


| Maclean, Donald 
| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| M‘Callum, John M. 
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M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall( Lincoln) 
Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alport 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 
Nuttall, Harry 

O'Grady, J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 














Acland-Hood,RtHnSir Alex.F. 
Balearres, Lord 

3arrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N.) 
3owles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Cave, George 
Cavendish.Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Collings, Rt. HnJ( Birmingham) 
Corbett, T.L. (Down, North). 
Craig, CaptainJames (Down,E) 
Dunean, Robt. (Lanark,Govan 


*ViscounT VALENTLIA ( 
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Richards,Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Richards,T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson,Rt.Hn.E. (Dundee) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rowlands, J. 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann.SirC. E.( Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seddon, J. 

Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
| Sileock, Thomas Ball 


Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt.Hon. John 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Steadman, W. (|. 

Stewart, Halley(Greenock) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thomas,SirA.(Glamorgan,E.) 
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Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
King,SirHenrySeymour (Hull) 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Macpherson J. T. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Oxford) said 
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Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 

Thomasson, Franklin 

Thompson J.W.H.(Somerset, E 

Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Verney, F. W. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Ward, John (Stoke upon'Trent}) 

Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan} 

Watt, Henry A. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire} 

Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax 

Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palme: 

Wiles, Thomas 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Vilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Roberts,S.(Shettield, Ecclesall) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton, 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot, Lord E.(Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell- (Lanark) 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 


Courthope and Viscount 
Castlereagh. 


There was a story 





his object in moving to leave out the word 
“ necessary ” in order to insert the word 
“whole,” so that the Army Council 
should pay to the association all the ex- 
penditure which it incurred, was to avert 
two dangers which would be present 
in the clause if it was left as it was. He 
felt that it was possible that the clerks in 
the War Office in examining the accounts 
sent in by the county associations might 
take a different view from that which the 
associations took of the word “ necessary.” 
He had had much correspondence with 
the War Office and knew that it was in 
the power of a subordinate to say that 
there was a warrant or an Army order 
which made it impossible that the item 
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extant of how a small item involving 
sixpence led to an enormous amount of 
correspondence. An otticer travelling 
abroad sent in an account in which the 
item of “Porter 6d.” occurred. The 
memorandum was sent back with the 
remark that refreshment was not allowed 
to officers on this duty, and that sixpence 
could not be allowed for the “ porter” 


which he claimed. The officer wrote 
back and said he had not had any 


refreshment, but the sixpence was spent 
on the porter who had conveyed his 
portmanteau from the station to the 
hotel. He was told that that should be 
returned as “porterage” and not as 
“porter,” and in reply he pertinently 
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asked whether if he took a cab, he|thought necessary in one district for 
should return the sum paid as ‘‘ cabbage.” | equipment would not be necessary in 
There was a danger that these War Office another. “Necessary” was a word of 
vagaries would be repeated on what was! great elasticity, and what might be a 
thought to be necessary expenditure by | necessity in the eyes of some might be 
the County Associations. There was the|a luxury in the eyes of others. He 
danger also of the Territorial Force being | thought there should be a statement 
starved for money by the War Office}from the Front Bench to define the 
which would be naturally influenced by | meaning of the word “necessary ” in this 
the old soldiers at the top of the tree who| connection. By accepting the Amend- 
considered that all expenditure was waste; ment the War Office would only lhe 
which was not expended on the regular} doing in effect what they had promised 
forces. It was to avert these dangers! in principle, viz., was to bear the whole 
that he begged to move. ‘cost of carrying this scheme into effect. 
ry Those who had taken a great interest in 
Amendment proposed— i old Yeomanry and other voluntary 
“In page 4, line 27, to leave out the forces might not care to extend the same 
word ‘necessary,’ and to insert the word| patronage to the new Territorial Force, 
‘whole.’”—( Viscount Valentia.) /and it seemed to him that if only the 
bare necessities of the case were met 
Question proposed, “That the word | these people might naturally say to them- 
proposed to be left out stand part of the] selves that the State having taken over 
Clause. | the control entirely they must pay for it. 
ene The sources which had hitherto been 
Mr. BUCHANAN was understood to| open to various regiments would be 
say the words in the clause were sufficient | elosed, and when these regiments met 
to meet the object the noble Lord had in | together some might find themselves at 
view. The Secretary of State for War a Joss to equip themselves in the manner 
had definitely stated that the Army to which they had been accustomed. He 
Council were prepared to bear, out of | supported the Amendment. 
public funds, all such expenditure for the | . : ae 
purpose of maintaining the Territorial; *VISCOUNT VALENTIA after the 
explanation of the hon. Gentleman 


Army. 

; opposite asked leave to withdraw the 
Amendment, but he hoped the Army 
Council would see that there was no lack 
| of funds for the Territorial Army. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said certainly that | org ee _— 
must be so. He thought that would be| eT, A SEED 
sufficient guarantee for the future. It} Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH moved 
was essential that the Army Council | an Amendment to Sub-section 2, providing 
should have some control over the} that the approval of the Treasury as well 
demands of the County Associations, and | as the Army Council should be required 
hon. Members who had complained that| for the statement of the requirements 
the Government had not kept sufficient} of an association considered as a 
control over the expenditure would not! basis for payments. He thought that 
grudge this control to the Army Council.| both sides of the House were very 

(nearly in accord with regard to the 

Captain CRAIG (Down, E.) said} general view of this question. The 
he did not think that what had| point was how far it was carried out by 
been said met this Amendment, and} tbe words of the Bill. This Bill had 
unless some undertaking such as was/| been very largely drawn as an enabling 
suggested by the Amendment were| measure, and they had to deal with regula- 
given he was afraid it would come back] tions which they had not seen and even 
to the old system of sending the hat} of the existence of which they did not 
round in various parts of the country inj know. The object of the Amendment 
order to obtain that equipment which] was to get it definitely laid down that 
the Army Council thought unnecessary. | the expenditure of the county associations 
The local conditions in various parts} was to be approved by the Treasury 
differed very greatly and what was|as well as by the Army Council. 


Viscount Valentia 











*ViscountT VALENTIA: Necessary in 
the opinion of the Army Council. 
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He wished that the Treasury should be 
alive to the necessity of all these matters 


being submitted to them by direct order | 


of the House, in order that they might 
have greater security, both for efficiency 
and for economy. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 34, at end to insert the 
words ‘and the Treasury.””—(MJr. 
Cave ndish.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not 
think that the right hon. Gentleman had 
carefully studied the clause, which he 
might say was very plain— 

‘** An association shall submit to the Army 
Council annually at the prescribed time, and 
may submit at any other time for any special 


purpose, in the prescribed form and manner, a | 


statement of its necessary requirements, and 
all payments to an association by the Army 
Council shall be made upon the basis of such 
statements as far as they are approved by the 
Army Council.” 


That was the preliminary stage in the 
composition and submission of the Esti- 
mate. The War Office, like any other 
Department, sent their Estimates one by 
one to the Treasury for approval, and the 
Treasury made their comments upon 
the Estimates as a whole, and also upon 
the items of those Estimates. It was 
not the practice of the War Oftice, 
nor was it demanded by the Treasury, 
that the former should consult the 
latter as to any particular item pro- 
posed to be put into the Estimate. It 
would be wholly without precedent, 
and not demanded by the Treasury, that 
at this stage the Treasury should be con- 
sulted as to the reasonableness or other- 
wise of the amount of money proposed to 
be given to the county associations for 
their purposes. When the whole Estimate 
was completed in form it was sent 
over to the Treasury, who wrote back to 
the Department their comments. They 
might say that too much was asked on 
this item, or too little on that, and they 
would ask the reason of a particular item 
or charge. 
practice, and he did not think that any 
useful purpose would be served in regard 
to the work of the Departments if they 
put upon their discretion the limiting 
restriction suggested by the Amendment 
as to the items which should be inserted 
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Victor | 


It was a perfectly recognised | 
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|in the Estimate to be subsequently sub- 
mitted to the Treasury. 


Sir F. BANBURY said he had not 
quite understood the reason which 
had actuated the hon. Gentleman in 
|refusing to accept the Amendment of 
|his hon. friend. As far as he under- 
stood, when the Estimate was first 
made, it was sent to the Treasury for 
examination. The clause as to the pay- 
ments to the associations was that the 
payments should be “on the basis of 
such statements, in so far as they are 
/approved by the Army Council.” If 
English words had any meaning, that 
| provision meant that the payments made 
|to the associations were to be made 
if the Army Council considered that 
|such payments were necessary. He 
had very often listened to the hon. 
| Gentleman opposite when he stood below 
the gangway on that side of the House, 
| and when his contention always was that 
Treasury sanction should be obtained, 
and if Treasury sanction was not ob- 
tained, at any rate no sum should be 
| voted without the consent of the House 
|of Commons. He had sat on the Public 
| Accounts Committee with the hon. Gentle- 
|man, and he had heard him speak at 
| great length on this subject. Now, as 
he understood, the hon. Gentleman had 
thrown over all his principles, and 
| was prepared to approve a plan which 
| would give the Army Council power to 
| vote money to County Associations with- 
out the consent of the Treasury, and 
| without the consent of Parliament. He 
| had received so many shocks since he 
| returned to Parliament about a year ago 
|that nothing done by hon. Gentlemen 
|on the opposite side of the House 
| would surprise him. He approved very 
| heartily of the Amendment. He could not 
| conceive that there could be any objection 
to it. The result of it would be that 
| when the association had submitted to the 
| Army Council their Estimate, the Army 
Council, when they had approved of it, 
would have to say to the Treasury that 
they approved of the Estimate, and that 
they required their sanction to it. Was 
not that a practice which had obtained 
/almost from time immemorial? Why 
should that practice be overthrown ? The 
hon. Gentleman had given no reason 
that he could understand. The question 
touched the whole system of control 
by the Treasury of the expenditure 
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of the nation. Unless some satisfactory 
explanation was given he should support 
the Amendment of his hon. friend. 


Captain CRAIG thought that the 
the Treasury had too much to do with 
the Territorial Force. But if they were 
to interfere at all, this was the very 
place where the sanction of the Treasury 
should be required. It appeared to him 
to be very much simpler that the Treasury 
should sanction the requirements before 
the Army Council gave the order to have 
them carried out. He understood that 
the payments by the Army Council to 
the associations were to be made on a 
statement of the requirements of the 
associations. But if the Army Council 
made payments to a county association 
on such a basis, it could be afterwards 
vetoed by the Treasury under sub-section 
3. If that were the case it seemed to 
him that the Treasury should, in the 


{COMMONS} 


Reserve Forces Bill. 


the statement of requirements, and, jf 
the Treasury gave their sanction, then 
the county association and the Army 
Council would be backed up by the fact 
that the amount and the details were 
approved. Supposing that the Army 
Council desired to introduce some smal] 
amendments into the scheme of the 
county association, and sent it hack to be 
altered in accordance with what their 
experience of other counties suggested to 
be necessary, it seemed to him that 
between the Army Council and the county 
association there would be no finality 
whatever. The Amendment would tend 
to simplify what would prove to be an 
exceedingly complicated situation in the 
working of the Bill, and upon those 
grounds he should support it. 
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(Juestion put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 42; 
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Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH moved | 
an Amendment to provide that the power | the 
of the Army Council to allow a County | 
Association to apply money paid to it to 
purposes other than those specified in its 
statement of requirements should be sub- 
ject to the sanction of the Treasury. | 
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power which ought to be exercised with 
greatest 
when full justification was shown. A 
heavy responsibility rested upon the Trea- 
sury in sanctioning the use of that power, 
and the fullest information upon the point 
ought to be laid before the House of 


consideration, and only 


He said that this was a question about | Commons at the earliest possible moment. 
which there was a good deal of doubt, but | The sanction of the Treasury was abso- 


in his opinion it was a power which ought 


lutely necessary if expenditure was to be 


to be held by the Army Council subject | subject to the constitutional safeguards 


to the approval of the Treasury for the 
good of the public service. 


It was a 


which had hitherto been enforced. He 
begged to move. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 4, line 39, at end, to insert the words 

‘after the sanction of the Treasury has been 

obtained.’ ”—(Mr. Victor Cavendish. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN said it appeared to 
him that the hon. Gentleman had mis- 
apprehended the power to be conferred on 
the Army Council. The Army Council 
could not exercise the right of transfer 
from one subhead to another. The sixth 
sub-section of the clause said— 

“ Regulations made for the purposes of this 
section shall be subject to the consent of the 
Treasury.” 


If the Army Council exercised their 


powers under Sub-section 3 of the clause | 


they could only do so subject to the regu- 
lations made under the Act. The regula- 
tions must be made subject to the consent 
of the Treasury. He did not think, there 
fore, there was any reason for apprehend- 
ing that undue powers were being given 
to the Army Council. Believing that the 
expenditure of public money for any 
purpose sanctioned by the Army Council 
was properly safeguarded, he could not 
accept the Amendment. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he followed the hon. Gentleman’s meaning 
up to the last sentence. He understood 
the hon. Gentleman to say at the com- 
mencement that he did not wish the Army 
Council to have any power under this 
section to transfer from one subhead to 
another. The power of transfer was a 
valuable one when properly used for 
securing due economy in administration. 
If that were all that was in the section, 
he would not object to it. But at the 
end of his speech the hon. Gentleman 
seemed to indicate that it went further. 
He claimed for the Army Council power 
to transfer as between any of the purposes 
stated by an association when it made 
its claim. He did not think it was 
the intention of the Government that the 
Army Council should have power to 
transfer money voted under one subhead 
to another. 


Mr. BUCHANAN was understood to 
assent. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


he understood it was the intention of the | 
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that the Army Council 
should in future exercise the same discre- 
tion as it did now with the consent of 
the Treasury. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Within the sub- 


heads. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that was perfectly satisfactory as a state- 
ment of policy. The third sub-section of 
the clause said— 

‘«* All money so paid to an association shall, 
subject to regulations under this Act, be 
applicable to any of the purposes specified in 
the approved statements in accordance with 
which the money has been granted, but not 
otherwise except with the written consent of 
the Army Council. ” 

But the money allotted to an associa- 
tion under this sub-section would be 
subject to any regulation subsequently 
passed and of which the House had no 
knowledge. Under the sub-section as it 
stood a County Association, without 
coming to the War Office at all for 
sanction, might spend money allotted to 
it for one purpose on any of the other 
purposes in the approved statement. 
There was nothing in the sub-section to 
prevent it. This was really a proposal 
to grant to the new associations a power 


Secretary of State for War. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 


regulations were contemplated. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the House had no control over the regu- 
lations, and if no regulations were issued 
the section would still work. The regu- 
lations had not yet been drafted. They 
would be laid before the House, but 
there would be no opportunity for dis- 
cussing them. He submitted that the 
sub-section went infinitely beyond what 
the Government wished to claim. If 
the Government accepted the Amend- 
ment they would get all they wanted. 
What was the objection to accepting it! 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman to re- 
consider the position. This was a matter 
in which all sections of the House were 
interested. They were all agreed in the 
object they wished to secure. If in the 
opinion of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Amendment was a mere question of 
surplusage, let him accept the words to 
which they attached importance. 
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Mr. HALDANE said the section pro- | 
vided for regulations as between the | 
associations and the Army Council. | 
Parliament voted money under general | 
heads, and under the practice that was | 
followed there might be transfers from 
subhead to subhead, but the clause wou!d 
bring in more control to the Army 
Council. The association would submit 
an annual statement of necessary require- 
ments, and the whole machinery of the 
clause was subject to the regulations of 
the Treasury. The association could | 
only apply the money to the specific 
purpose mentioned in the statement, and 
the transfer from head to head, or even 
from subhead to subhead, by the associa- 
tion was not within the intention of the 
(sovernment or the wording of the 
clause. The power of transfer from 
one purpose to another was re- 
stricted to purposes within the subhead. 
If that were so, to add the words of the 
Amendment would be redundant. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he was not certain that he had made his 
meaning clear. He quite agreed that 
there was nothing in the Bill to weaken 
the control which the Treasury had 
over the War Office or Army Council. 
What he was referring to was the 
County Associations who would not 
be familiar with Parliamentary Votes, 
and still less with Parliamentary 
financial control and checks. The form | 
prepared by the Army Council to be 
filled up by the County Associations 
might not be one which the House would 
adopt ; and the County Associations might 
assume that any money paid to them 
could be spent in any way they chose, | 
and, owing to the limited form of audit, 
there would be no way of following up 
the expenditure of the grants made. He 
hoped the Secretary of State for War 
would look very closely into the matter | 
and invite the opinion of the Treasury | 
upon it, with a view to prevent any abuse 
of the financial procedure he had adopted 
for the County Associations. 


Mr. HALDANE said that what the | 
right hon. Gentleman had stated was | 
quite reasonable, although he himself | 
thought that what he feared was covered | 
by the words of the clause. However, he | 
would undertake between now and veh 


Report stage to consult not only his own 


{29 May 1907} 


Reserve Forces Bill. 1726 
financial experts, but to bring the matter 
to the notice of the Treasury. 


* Mr. McCRAE said that the question 
at issue was very much larger than that 
to which it had been whittled down in the 
discussion between the Secretary of State 
for War and the right hon. Member for 
East Worcestershire. What the members 
of the Public Accounts Committee were 
most concerned about was not Treasury 
control but Parliamentary control. They 
had had instances under the late Govern- 


| ment where the Treasury and the Army 


Council in collusion transferred a sum 
of no less than £10,000,000, not from 
one subhead to another, but from one 
Estimate to another, and they pro- 
fessed to do it under this power of 
virement. He maintained that nothing 
in the Bill would give the Treasury any 
other powers than they at present pos- 
sessed, and that the clause, as drafted, 
did not safeguard Parliamentary control, 
or even the power of the Treasury over 
the exceptions provided for. As he 
understood the speech of the Secretary 
of State for War, the right hon. Gentle- 
man was prepared to admit that they 
ought not to go further with this power 
of virement; and if he was prepared to 
give an undertaking to provide for that 
in this clause on Report they might 
allow the discussion to close. The 
Amendment moved by the hon. Memj 
ber for West Derbyshire would not 
give them any further financial control. 
He had instances in his mind in which 
the Treasury and the Army Council 
avoided Parliamentary control. Sub- 
section of Clause 3 stated that— 

“ All money so paid to an association shall, 
subject to regulations under this Act, be 
applicable to any of the purposes specitied in 
the approved statements in accordance with 
which the money has been vranted, but not 
otherwise except with the written consent of 
the Army Council.” 

Surely that provided that all that 
the Treasury could do was to make 
regulations under the Act to regulate 
the exceptions granted under the 
Act. He was sure that the Secretary 
of State for War did not wish to 
give the military men a free hand in 
regard to expenditure ; but, unless some 
undertaking was given, a very wide 
field would be left for the evasion of 
the financial control which at present 
obtained with regard to Army expendi- 
ture. 
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Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 


Andrews Burghs): May I ask, Mr. 
Speaker, what this strange word virement 
is? Is it Gaelic or Welsh ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that 
the word was old French, but it had 
become official here, and if the hon. 
Gentleman referred to the Reports of 
the Public Accounts Committee he 
would find that it had been adopted 
and indexed for official use. It meant 
turning one thing into another. There 
was a notorious case where, for nine years 
in succession, the War Office had taken 
money for nine batteries of artillery 
which they had not the least idea of 
spending on these batteries, but of 
spending for other purposes. He thought 
the practice was most detrimental to 
sound finance. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said that 
after the undertaking given by the 
Secretary of State for War he would ask 
leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment by leave, withdrawn. 


Viscount CASTLEREAGH 
stone) said he wished to 
omission of Sub-section 4 of Clause 3 
in order to elicit from the right hon. 
Gentleman an explanation of its meaning. 
The subsection began “all other money 
received by an association.” It was 
obvious from that that other 
would be received, but where were 
they to come from? The words of 
the Bill suggested that money would 
come otherwise than from an_ ofiicial 
quarter, which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had led them to believe was the 
only quarter from which money would 
come. If they looked at another portion 
of the clause they found that the money 
was to be paid in such sums as “in the 
opinion of the Army Council” were 
required to meet the necessary expendi- 
ture. According to those words it would 
depend upon whether the expenditure 
was necessary, and consequently it 
meant that if the associations incurred 
expenditure which in the opinion 
of the Army Council was unnecessary, 
the money must be found from some 
other quarter in order that the expendi- 
ture might be defrayed. What he wanted 
to ask was where the money was to come 


(Maid- 
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move the| 


moneys 
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(from. Was it expected that the Lord- 
Lieutenant of the county, who, he was 
quite sure, was rejoicing that he had been 

'elevated to such an important position 
as President of this Association, the pro- 
visions in regard to which he hoped 
would never come into force—was it ex- 
pected that the Lord-Lieutenant should 
go round, to use a common expression, 
“with the hat” and solicit money from 
the various members of the community 
over which he presided ? He knew that 
the right hon. Gentleman based his 
schemes of committees and associations 
on the experience gained in the South 
African War, but the organisation of these 
associations would have to take place in 
peace time, and the South African 
committees were dependent upon volun- 
tary subscriptions. That made a great 
difference, and he would like to know 
whether when the right hon. Gentleman 
proposed the scheme he had at the back of 
his mind the idea that the county was 
coming forward at the bidding of the 
Lord-Lieutenant to find the money which 

| perhaps a parsimonious War Ottice would 
not give. This provision, in his opinion, 
was of an entirely redundant character, 
and he sincerely hoped that the right hon. 

Gentleman would put down his foot once 
and for all and say that the service of the 
State should be maintained by the State. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 5, line 1, to leave out Subsection 
(4)."—( Viscount Castlere agh ) 


Question proposed, “ That Subsection 
(4) stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. HALDANE said the associations, 
| which would, he trusted, form a real 
| element in the social life of the county, 
| might, for example, desire to offer prizes 
| to be competed for among the battalions, 
|and there might be people who would 
| wish to give subscriptions for such a 
| purpose. The subsection was intended 
| to meet cases of that kind, to describe the 
| ambit of the powers of the associations. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) said that many 
Yeomanry as well as Militia and Volun- 
teer regiments possessed certain funds and 
also plate. Was it intended that such 
property would pass to the associations 
| tor the benefit of the Territorial Army ! 
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Mr. HALDANE said that that matter 
was dealt with in Section 28, subsection 
(3), which provided for the transfer to the 
association of any property belonging to 
a unit, but subject to the trusts upon 
which it was previously held, or, where 
there was no trust, only with the consent 
of the unit ascertained and certified in 
the prescribed manner. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop.- | 
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and allow the county associations to go 
round for subscriptions ? 


ViscountCASTLEREAGH said he did 
not think the answer of the hon. Gentle- 
man in any sense disposed of the question. 
It was obvious that the expenses of the 
“powers and duties” under this section 
should be defrayed at the cost of the 
nation. 





shire, Newport) said that he felt rather | 


alarmed at the statement which had been 
made. If the county associations were 
to be entrusted with these powers and 
were to be in receipt of income from 
other than national sources 
ought not to receive any bequests or 


they | 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry) asked whether, if he left money 
to an association to encourage cadet 
battalions and corps and rifle clubs, the 
association would be able to spend it for 
| that purpose. 


legacies to be applied for purposes apart | 


from those of national concern. 
as the Government allowed them to 


receive money in the way of gifts they | 


would be opening the door to all 
sorts of collusion and jobbery. He 
did not believe that it was proper that 
these associations should be the reci- 
pients of legacies and gifts for one part 
of the Army rather than another. 
county association might be very success- 
ful in regard to the receipt of gifts or 
legacies while another county association 
was not, and there would be set up a 
condition of inequality which was not 
desirable. He hoped that the Amend- 
ment would be accepted and carried 
on the ground that they would not 
get fair treatment all round unless 


they prohibited the county associations | 


from augmenting their incomes in the 
way suggested. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that he did 
not agree with his right hon. friend 
in thinking that this section opened 
the door to jobbery. In his opinion 
the section was a good one, provided 
that the Secretary of State was desirous 


of receiving voluntary contributions for | 


the purpose of maintaining the Terri- 
torial Army. 
of the right hon. Gentleman, then the 
clause could not be better drawn. At 
the same time, he thought that it was 


an extraordinary thing to introduce in a | 


national Army Bill a clause whereby per- 
mission was given to send round the hat 
asking for subscriptions to the Army as if 
it were a hospital or a voluntary school. 
Did the right hon. Gentlemen propose to 


give a grant-in-aid to the Territorial Army 


So surely | 


One | 


If that was the object | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
| the right hon. Gentleman had expressed 


| his determination to maintain equality 
| among the various units which were to 
' be established in the Territorial Army, 
and he asked what was to prevent people 
subscribing to put a particular unit in a 
more favourable position than its neigh- 
bour. Another point on which emphasis 
had been laid was that there should be 
nothing in the nature of handing the hat 


round in regard to the Territorial 
Force. Would not the sub-section, how- 


ever, authorise an association to solicit 
assistance ? 


Mr. HALDANE said the Government 
had never said they wanted to put the 
| associations in a worse position than the 
Regular Army by depriving them of the 
chance of receiving a legacy—for prizes 
for shooting, for instance. Many of the 
most distinguished regimentshad attached 
to them societies which depended upon 
the exercise of voluntary co-operation and 
assistance, and which did most useful 
work. He contemplated that there would 
be a great deal of interest in these 
| associations in the counties, and very 
likely people would give cups and the 
| like, and he hoped they would sometimes 
leave legacies. He was not prepared to 
| put the associations in the position in 
| which a felon used to be under the old 
| law, or in which a married woman was in 
|the old benighted times, so that they 
could not take and hold any property. 
| The money was to be applied to what- 
|ever purposes were within the scope of 
the associations, and not otherwise. 
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Viscount CASTLEREAGH pointed 
out that there were certain duties paid 
for by the State, and asked if voluntary 
contributions would lighten the burdens 
of the State in respect of those duties. 


Territorial and 


Captain CRAIG asked whether, if a 
county association had been liberally 
dealt with during the year by private 
gentlemen, the amount which had been so 
received would be knocked off the 
estimate when it came before the Army 
Council ? If that were not so, would the 
money be for the use of the county 
association in future years for its own 
benefit? If afew hundreds a year were 
left to a county association, would that 
money go towards the reduction of the 
estimates prepared to meet the expenses 
of that association, or would it go 
to supplement the money coming from 
the War Office, and therefore make that 
particular county more eflicient than 
neighbouring counties? That was the 
real gravamen of the matter. He could 
imagine a sort of rivalry between counties 
each to maintain its own force in a state 
of efficiency; so that this point about 


voluntary subscriptions undoubtedly 
raised a very wide issue. The right 


hon. Gentleman had not thrown very 
much light on the exact definition of the 
words “powers and duties.” If the 
powers and duties were not to be met 
entirely out of the funds of the Army 


{COMMONS} 


Reserve Forces Bill. 1732 


the forces on one level would be difficult 
of accomplishment. That desire would 
be defeated by this clause, which was 
obviously intended to apply to a little 
more than a few cups to be shot for. 
If the War Office was not prepared to pay 
all the expenses necessary tomakea county 
association capable of maintaining the 
efficiency of its force, then they must 
have subscriptions from those who were 
desirous of maintaining the regiment in 
efficiency. If that was the intention of 
this Radical Government, it was time 
the country understood where they 
were in regard to the matter. He 
thought the remarks of the right hon. 
Gentleman contrasted very unfavourably 
with the hopes which he had held out to 
them, and that even the very short time 
which had been allowed to them to discuss 
this very wide issue had more than shown 
the need of the Amendment, the rejection 
of which would cause very considerable 
dissatisfaction in the country. 


And, it being half-past Ten of the 
clock, the Chairman proceeded, pursuant 
to the Order of the House of 6th May, 
to put forthwith the Question on the 
Amendment already proposed from the 
Chair. 


Question put, “That Sub-section: (4) 
stand part of the clause.” 





Council, it seemed to 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asquith,Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
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Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker.Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
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Barker, John 
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Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 


him 
right hon. Gentleman’s desire to have all 


that the 
Noes, 94. 


AYES. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bethell,SirJ. H.( Essex, R’ mford 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 
Boulton, A. C. F. 
Bowerman, C. W. 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Brigg, John 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J. F. L. (Lanes.,Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
| Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 


Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

| Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

| Causton,Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 307 ; 
(Division List No. 191.) 


Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 


| Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 


Churchill, Rt. Hon. Winston 8. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 
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Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
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Cooper, G. J. 
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| Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 
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Cowan, W. H. 
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Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 
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Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
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Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
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Stanger, H. Y. 
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Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock} 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
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Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
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Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
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Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
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Wiles, Thomas 
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Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 
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NOES. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fell, Arthur 
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The Chairman then proceeded to put 


Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King,Sir Henry Seymour (Hull) 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 


| Lee, Arthur H.(Hants.,Fareh’m 


Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R 
Long, Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Magnus, Sit Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 


Reserve Forces Bill. 





1736 


Winfrey, R. 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—\Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 
Pease. 


Nicholson, Wm. G.(Petersfiel ) 
Nield, Herbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
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Percy, Ear! 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
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Starkey, John R. 
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Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Younger, Ger yrze 


NoES— 
and 


FOR THE 
Castlereagh 


TELLERS 
Viscount 
Captain Craig. 


Question put, “ That the clause stand 


successively the Questions necessary to, part of the Bill.” 
dispose of the business to be concluded. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 298 ; 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
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Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
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Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 


Noes, 102. 


AYES. 


3arran, Rowland Hirst 


| Beauchamp, E. 


| Bell, Richard 


Bellairs, Carlyon 


| Benn,W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 


Berridge, T. H. D. 


| Bethell,SirJ H.( Essex,Romford 


3ethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
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Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 
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Barlow, Percy (Bedford) | 
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Barnes, G. N. 


Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 


| Brunner, J. F. L.(Lanes., Leigh) 


(Division List No. 192.) 
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Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
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Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
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Lough, Thomas 
Lupton, Arnold 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M. (Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M’Callum, John M. 

M’Crae, George 

M’ Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M’Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M’Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 
Mason, A. E. W. 
Massie, J. 
Masterman, C. F. G. 
Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Percy Alport 


(Coventry) 


| Mond, A. 


Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N, (Done’ r) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
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| Partington, Oswald 


Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson,Sir W.D. (Colchester) 
Philipps,J. Wynford (Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, Robert John( Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W. E.B.( Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

taphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

tea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Rendall, Athelstan 4 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverhampton 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
2oberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Lobertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

toe, Sir Thomas 

Rowlands, J. 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir C. E.(Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G, 

Silecock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Tennant,Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson, J. W.H.(Somerset, E. 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walton,Sir John L.(Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
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Ward,John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, fetes J. | 
Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) | 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) | 
Waterlow, D. 8S. 

Watt, Henry A. | 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. | 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) | 


Anson, Sir William Reyne!l 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J.(City Lond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G( Winchester 
Barrie, H.T. (Londonderry, N.) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Butcher, Samuei Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H.. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscoum 

Cave, George 
Cavendish,Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Chamberlain,RtHn.J.A.( Wore. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings,Rt. Hn.J.( Birmingham 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S.) 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E. ) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robert( Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. ¢ 


reorge 


Clause 4 


The Committee divided : 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 


—Ayes, 298; 


{COMMONS} 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitely, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Hon. C.H.W. (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 








NOES. 


Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey, F.W.F.(Bury S.Edm’ds | 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hodge, John 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King,Sir Henry Seymour(Hull) 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lea,Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn.Lt-.Col. A.R. 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Ev esham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S.) 
Lonsdale, John vane nlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macpherson, J. T. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm.G.( Petersfield) 
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, Thorne, 
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Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Paneras, §,) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M’Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 


Pease. 


Nield, Herbert 
O'Grady, J 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 


Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Ratcliff, Major R. F 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peet 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesal!) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


| Seddon, J 


Smith,F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell- (Lanark) 
William 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker,Col.W.H. (Lancashire 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Walsh, Stephen 

Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart 
Younger, George 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES—NSiI 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Question put, “ That the clause stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Noes, 103. 


AYES. 


3arker, John 
Barlow,JohnEmmott (S’merset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bethell,Sir J.H.(Essex,Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 


| Buckmaster, 


(Division List No. 193.) 


Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L. (Lancs, Leigh) 


| Bryce, J. Annan 


Thomas Ryburn 
Stanley 0. 

Burns, Rt. on John 

| Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 


Buchanan, 
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Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt.Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Rt. Hon. Winston 8S. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coates,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex,E. Gr’st’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. Ss. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Davies, David (Montgomery Co. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 


Dunean,C. ( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunne, Major E. Martin (Wals’ll 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont. George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B, | 
| Micklem, Nathaniel 
| Molteno, Percy Alport 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, RL,(Caithn’ss-sh. 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 


{29 May 1907} 


Harvey, W.E.( Derbyshire, N.E. 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,.J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 

Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
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Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio | 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs., Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 


| Philipps,J. Wynford( Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 

| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

| Pirie, Duncan Y. 


Pollard, Dr. 
Price,C.E.( Edinburgh, Central) 


| Price,Robert John (Norfolk,E.) 


Jones,Sir D. Brynmor (Swansea | 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 


King, Alfred John (Knutsford) | 


Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.( Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
| Lough, Thomas 
' 

Lupton, Arnold 


Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M'Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles E. 


| Manfield, Harry (Northants) 


Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, G.Croydon (Launceston 


| Marnham, F. J. 
| Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 


Massie, J. 


Mond, A. 
Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 


Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W. E.B.( Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, Thomas (W. Monm’h 
Richards,T. F. (Wolverh’m; t’n 


| Richardson, A. 


Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson. J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rowlands, J. 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir C.E. (Manchester) 

Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 


| Shackleton, David James 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 





Shaw,Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick. B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert ; 
Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley,Hn.A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sutherland, J. E. ‘ 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
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Tennant,Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Adjournment 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(City Lond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G.( Winchester 
Barrie, H. T.(Londonderry, N.) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
3ignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 

Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Wore 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm’gham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim.S. 
Craig,Captain James( Down, E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 


Whereupon the Chairman left the 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 


{COMMONS} 


Ward,John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8. 


| Watt, Henry A. 


Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 


NOES. 


Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 

Gibb, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence (Kent,Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hodge, John 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jowett, F. W. 

Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hon.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King,Sir Henry Seymour (Hull 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lea,Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long.Col.Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Dublin.S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macpherson, J. T. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 


| TELLERS FOR THE 


of the House. 1744 
Willams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Hn. C.H.W. (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M’Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYEs— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 
Pease. 


Morpeth, Viscount 
Nicholson, Wm. G. 
Nield, Herbert 
O’Grady, J. 

Parkes, Ebenez: 
Percy, Earl 

Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, John Frederick Peel 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, S. (Shettield, Ecclesall) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sassoon, Si Edw ird Albert 
Seddon, J. 

Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Peterstield 


| Talbot Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 


Thomson, W. Mitchell- (Lanark) 
Thorne, William 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Walker, Col. W.H. (Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Walsh, Stephen 

Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 


| Younger, George 


NoEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at fourteen minutes after Eleven o'clock. 


(APPENDICES. 
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APPENDIX I. 


PUBLIC BILLS 
DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CLXXIV. 


Those marked thus* are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. “(uH.L.]” following title 
indicates that the Bill originated in the House of Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill Brought in by Progress, 

*Companies [H.L. } Earl of Granard Report 11th May (749) 

Read 3" and passed 16th May 
(1071) 
*Destructive Insects and Larl Carrington Read 3* and passed 13th May 
Pests [H.L. ] (561) 

*Employment of Women Lar! Beauchamp Read 2° 13th May (565) 

Committee) 


Zoport yLtth May (763) 


Read 3“ and passed 15th May 


(922) 
*Factory and Workshop L£arl Beauchamp Read 2" 14th May (735) 
[H.L. | 
House of Lords Reform Lord Newton Second Reading 7th May (3) 
| H.L. | 
Irish Tobacco Lord Oranmore and Read 2° 7th May (45) 
Browne 
*Matrimonial Clauses Act Lord Chancellor Read 2° 8th May (199) 
Amendment | H.L. | 
Jommittee ee 
Committee) 4:h May (768) 
Report | : , 
Merchant Shipping Acts Lord Anipthill Read 2" 28th May (1456) 
Amendment [H.L. | 
*Prize Courts [H.L.] Lord Chancellor Read 2" 8th May (200) 


ig neecsa 14th May (763) 
Read 3" and passed 15th May 


Qu) 
(922) 


*(ualification of Women | Zar! of Crew Read 1¢ 14th May (764) 
(County and Borough 
Councils) 
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(B.) House or Commons. 








Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
Advertisement Regulations Mr. Hurt Davies Report 10th May (531) 
*Australian States Constitu- Wr. Churchill Read 1° 13th May (646) 


tion [H.L. | 


*Butter and Margarine Sir EB. Strachey Read 2’ 8th May (280) 
*Companies | H1.L. | Mr, Lloyd George Read 1° 16th May (1112) 
Conveyancing Mr, Micklem Read 1° 14th May (804) 
*Criminal Appeal Sir J. Walton Second Reading 8th May (282) 
Diseases of Animals Act Jr. Cairns Read 1° 14th May (804) 
(1896) Amendment 
Education (Popular Con- J/r. D). A. Thomas Read 1° 15th May (983) 
trol) 
*Evidence(ColonialStatutes) Wr. Churchill Read 1° 14th May (805) 
*Finance Mr. Asquith Second Reading 13th May (651) 
(717) 
Second Reading 14th May (805) 
*Imported Watch Cases Mr. Neurley Read 1° 14th May (804) 
Injured Animals Act (1894) Sir IZ. Vineent Read 1° 29th May (1707) 
Amendment 
*Trish Council Mr. Birrell Read 1° 9th May (78) 
*Land Values (Scotland) Mr. 7. Shaw Read 1° 13th May (646) 
Married Women’s Property, Mr. Micklem Read 1° 14th May (804) 
*Merckant Shipping (Ton- Jr. Lloyd George Read 2° 24th May (1267) 
nage) Deductions for 
Propelling Power 
Municipal Elections Mr. Clelond Read 2° 27th May (1448) 
Notification of Births Lord R. Cecil | Read 2° 8th May (332) 
Old Age Pensions Mr. W. H. Lever | Read 2° 10th May (470) 
Petty Sessions Clerks (Ire- Wr. Sloan | Read 1° 8th May (245) 
land) 
*Post Ottice Sites Mr. Buxton | Read 2° 8th May (278) 
| 
Primogeniture Mr. A. Herbert | Read 1° 8th May (244) 
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(B) House or ComMons.—continued. 





Title of Bill. 


*#Probation of Offenders 
Public Health 
Public Rights of Way (No.2) 


Purity of Milk Supplies 
(Scotland) 


Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools (No. 2) 


*Released Persons (Poor 


Law) Relief 
Restraint of Trade (Shops) 
Settled Land 
Shops (No. 3) 
*Small Holdings and Allot- 
ments 


Sunday Trading (Scotland) 


Teachers of Music (Regis- 
tration) 
Reserve 


*Territorial and 


Forces 


*Vaccination 


| 


Mr. 
Mr, 
Mr. 
Mr, 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


M ?. 


Brought in by 


H. San ] 
Wf W. Wilson 
J. hR. Macdonald 


Watt 


(t. Greenwood 


H. Simuel 


Seddon 


Micklem 


° C. Dilke 


, Harcourt 


A. C. Corbett 


ONeill 


Haldane 


Burns 


Progress. 


Read 2° 8th May (294) 
Read 2° 14th May (919) 
Read 2° 27th May (1448) 


Read 1° 28th May (1480) 


Read 1° 7th May (77) 


Read 2° 24th May (1291) 


Read 1° 8th May (244) 
Read 1° 14th May (804) 
Read 1° 7th May (78) 


Read 1° 27th May (1377) (1414) 


Read 1° 8th May (2-45) 


Read 1° 9th May (375) 


Committee 28th May (1481) 


Committee 29th May (1657) 


| Read 2° 24th May (1271) 
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APPENDIX II. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1907. 


List oF RULES, ORDERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


In Continuation of List given in previous Volume. 


: i Date from which Period to lie upon 
Title of Paper. the Period runs. the Table. 


College Charter Act, 1871 (College of Science at South 7 May 30 days 

Kensington),— Copy of Application received from the 
Board of Education for the establishment of a College 
of Science and Technology at South Kensington, 
referred by His Majesty in Council for the considera- 
tion and Report of a Committee of His Majesty’s 
Most Honourable Privy Council ; together with a 
Copy of the Draft of the Charter applied for [34 and 
35 Vic., c. 73, s. 2] 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copy of Order made by the 9 May 40 days 


Council of the County of Lancaster, and confirmed 
hy the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of 
Shops within the Clayton-le-Moors, Oswaldtwistle, 
and Church Urban Districts [4 Edw. VIL, ¢. 31, 
s. 3 (3)] 


Education (Scotland) (Continuation Classes),—Copy of One month 
Code of Regulations for Continuation Classes providing 
further Instruction for those who have left School, 
1906 [35 and 36 Vic., ¢. 62, s. 67] 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copies of Orders made by the 40 days 
Council of the Borough of Accrington, and confirmed 
by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of Shops 
within the Borough [4 Edw. VIL, e. 31, s. 3 (3)] 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Homework),—Copy of 40 days 
Order made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, dated 23rd May, 1907, applying to 
certain classes of work the provisions of Sections 107, 
108 and 110 of The Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 
and revoking the Order of the 15th August 1905 
[1 Edw. VII., c. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Particulars of Piece Work 28 May 40 days 
Wages),—Copies of Two Orders made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, dated 23rd May 
1907, applying with modifications the provisions of 
Section 116 of The Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 
to Non-Textile Factories and Workshops in which 
certain classes of industries are carried on, and to 
Outworkers employed in those industries [1 Edw. 
VIL., c. 22, s. 126 (3)] | 
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